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CURRENT TOPICS. 


|  Wuewn we svccrsrep in January last the main outlines of the 

festivities of this week, we expressed an earnest hope that the 
' entertainment would be carried out in a manner worthy of the 
' occasion which gave rise to it. That hope has been fully realized, 
and the future historian will have to chronicle the solicitors’ cele- 
bration of the Jubilee as among the most successful organized by 
any class of the community. But there is another more important 
aspect of the matter. The result of the entertainment, judging 
from the expressions which have reached us, has been to evoke a 
| cordiality of feeling on the part of the country solicitors towards 
| the Incorporated Law Society and their London brethren which 
| has not before existed. And this has occurred at a time when it 
is most essential that solicitors throughout the kingdom should be 
prepared to act in unison, and that the hands of the society should 
be strengthened in every possible way. We think that the 
guarantors to whose generosity the entertainments are due may 
well feel that their expenditure has been fully rewarded. 





THERE Is REASON to believe that the order permitting the courts 
and offices to be closed on the Queen’s Jubilee day, will be carried 
out by a total cessation of business in all the courts and offices on 
the 21st inst. . 





Tue Rute relating to petitione presented in the district registries 
of Liverpool and Manchester (which we printed last week) will 
introduce the registrars of those districts to a practice which, to 
them, will be entirelynew. There are sundry regulations scattered 

over the rules of court relating to the time to elapse between the 
| presentation and the hearing of various classes of petitions and 
to the requirements to be complied with on presentation. These, 
together with the practice adopted by the chancery registrars 
with regard to petitions, will have to be carefully studied in order 
| to avoid complications. 





Mr. Marxsy hit the nail on the head when he remarked, in his 
address on Tuesday, that what is to be apprehended with regard to 
the question of land transfer is not factious opposition by the legal 
| profession, but that the pressure put upen the Government for a 
“large and liberal” measure of land reform may lead to the 
hasty passing of a measure ‘‘ which will only add another to the 
numerous failures upon this subject.” It is this apprehension 
which has led us frequently to urge that the Bill now before 
Parliament should be held over till next year, and that voluntary 
registration should be tried in each district before compulsion was 
attempted, and to suggest that combined action should be taken 
to secure postponement of compulsion. As regards the first 
matter, the information which reaches us tends towards the con- 
¢lusion that the course we have urged will be adopted. And we 
| have some reason to believe that, even if the Bill should scrape 
through this session, no steps will be taken to form any registra- 
| tion districts until after the passing of the consolidating Bill 
next session. It is as well to speak plainly, and therefore we 
| say that the credit of the Lord Chancellor is involved in the 
| success of the measure; but that success will depend on the 

extent to which a Bill—hastily prepared and, even after 
amendments amounting in bulk to a Bill, still full of imper- 
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urge the postponement of 
compulsion until the system has been thoroughly 





Law Society should include e 
one respect the president the way by his statement 
that the result of a measure making membership compulsory 
on every solicitor need not impose any serious burden on those 
who are not at present members of the society; an inctease of 
the fee now paid to the society as registrar of solicitors—which 
increase need not be of large amount—was, he thought, all that 
would be requisite, and that increase could be made to constitute 
membership without any further annual subscription. We 
stand the suggestion to be that subscriptions eo nomine shall be 
abolished for all members, and that every soli ing an 
increased fee to the society as regi of solici 
a member of the society. That is a 
which it is difficult to discuss without 
founded, but we venture to 
council of the society will 
their faces in the direction of pressing 
tificate duty. If they could base their 
crease of the regietrés'atos oni tha ied 
would continue to use, their influence to procure 
certificate duty, it would obviously have a better 
ance by the two-thirds of solicitors now outsi 
there are other points besides the question 

society can be rendered 
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have to be settled before membership of the 
obligatory on all solicitors. What are to be the relations of the 
Incorporated Law Society and the local law societies? Before all 
the members of all these latter institutions are made compulsorily 
members of the London society it would seem that some scheme 
should be propounded for a closer bond than at present oxists 
between the chief society and the local societies. 





On anotuer Port the President’s paper contained matter of 
extreme value and interest to the profession, relating to the exer- 
cise by the society of its disciplinary functions over solicitors. 
The most prominent point in his statement is the enormous increase 
which has taken pe in'the magnitude of these functions in the 
course of a very few years. The President said that in 1873 there 
was an average of one complaint a week with regard to the con- 
duct of solicitors, while at the present time the cases presented for 
the consideration of the Discipline Committee average from thirty 
to forty a week (including, Someta, lications for exemption 
from the preliminary ion and ions relating to un- 
qualified persons). A large of increase, of pitadge 
is due to the ay Beg Ren R stg Qader: 
solicitors, and to the fact that the ly by complaint to the 
Law Society is much more widely known than was formerly the 
case; but the state of ‘things disclosed by the President affords 
matter for very serious consideration, ially when coupled 
with his subsequent statement, that “only those who have 
served on the Discipline Committee can conceive the number of 
complaints which are made that a certain class of solicitors allow 
unqualified persons (usually clerks who have had experience in the 
office of a solici 2.56 peastign 1s este Aaepe, Baas toast Ee 
or some other arrangement, in which the delinquent is 
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Sptevested” ; and with the practice to which Mr. Justice Fretp 
alinded ins case we reported last week of “‘ people practising as 
occupying a position of trust towards the public, with 
the names of uncertificated and irresponsible persons over the 
@eors,”’ which we have some reason to suppose is not so infrequent 
as it ought to be. The result of this increase of disciplinary 
venses is to render the present system of dealing with them 
too cumbrous. The expense attending the fre- 
applications to the court has become a serious item in 
accounts of the society, and the time of the judges and 
masters is unnecessarily occupied in hearing the cases. We 
zecently suggested that the functions now exercised by the court 
should be vested in the society, subject, of course, to a right of 
, and it will be seen that this course is urged in the 
ident’s paper. We think that no one who is acquainted with 
the manner in which the council have dealt with disciplinary 
cases under their limited functions can entertain any doubt of the 
absolute fairness with which a more extended jurisdiction would 
be exercised, while the gain in prompt removal of unworthy 
members of the profession, and in the stamping out of unpro- 
fessional practice, would be enormous. 





Mr. Joun Hvnrer’s paper on the Land Transfer Bill travels 
over the same ground, to some extent, as that treated by the re- 
of the Committee of the Incorporated Law Society, which we 
di elsewhere ; but it suggests also the following further con- 
siderations, which appear to us well deserving of attention. The 
old schemes of 1862 and 1875 are almost always spoken of as 
having broken down owing to the initial difficulties of getting titles 
outo the register in the first instance, which were, no doubt, very 
But Mr. Hunrer also usefully points out that the diffi- 
culties did not cease after a title was once registered, and he gives 
three instances from his own experience of difficulties in dealing 
‘with property on the register that would not have arisen with 
pro ‘* The result of this particularity and want 
ity not only deterred people from putting their titles on to 
ister, but induced them to take them off. We have pointed 
in our articles on the Land Transfer Bill, that the establish- 
of the insurance fund may afford the means of enabling the 
at 
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practice to admit the desired elasticity, and so remove a por- 
i least, of these objections. Mr. Hunter then goes on to 
eonsider what appears to him the most likely line of development 
flor practice under the Bill—the possessory title. ‘‘ As registration is 
to be compulsory, everyone applying for it will naturally apply for 
what costs least money and time—namely, a possessory title.” 
With this we do not entirely concur. It is not yet clear that 
absolute titles will not be granted under the new system on 
sufficiently easy terms to induce landowners (who are compelled 
to incur some expense) to add a little more in order to get a greatly 
superior article. The lerge-imrosds- now made on the theory of 
the “‘ absolute title” are next considered. These are: ‘‘That a 
person with a certificate of an absolute title may, if he is first 
tegistered owner, have to pay compensation to a former dis- 
possessed proprictor; or, if he is a purchaser from a prior 
registered owner, he may have to fight for his title in court, and, if 
beaten, have to give up his land and take money compensation 
from the insurance fund.” An attempt is then made to estimate 
the extent of probable mischief likely to result from frauds 
and errors on the register, and the yearly average loss of 
£40,000 stated to be euffered by the Bank of England from 
similar causes is cited in illustration. We would submit, how- 
ever, that the estimate thus formed is too high, and that the 
statistics of the Australian assurance funds (quoted ante, p. 407) 
more trustworthy guide ; our reasons for that opinion will 
found in the same place. The very sensible suggestion is 
that, as ‘‘ the Bill practically abandons the attempt to con- 
an absolute title, it would be an improvement if, in this 
— the wording of it were made to correspond with the fact, 

the principle of a guaranteed title be substituted in name for 
am absolute title.” Mr. Hunter does not overlook the question— 

far the most im t permanently, though too 

lost sight of in view of the more obviously pressing 
ies involved in first registrations—of registered transfers. 
“The Bill contains no new provisions as to registration of trans- 
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fers, but the regulations now in force as to this branch of the 
business will have to be altered as much as the requirements on 


pear a ae grated eo. Raat Ba Be = 
down under the weight of business.” Supposing a central district 
conterminous with the Metropolitan police ict, and proceeding 


on the average shewn by registrations of deeds in Middlesex, there 
would be in that office alone about 100,000 dealings to register 
per annum—over 300 in each working day—independent of first: 
registrations, so that rules which may have worked without 
difficulty ‘‘ when the documents to be regi were one or two in 
a week wil] cause a hopeless block w: transfers have to be 
registered at the rate of hundreds a day.” It may be doubted 
whether one or two deeds a week are all that the present office has 
to register—two or three a day would, we believe, be nearer the 
mark—but the general force of the observation remains never- 
theless unshaken. 





We oviscuss elsewhere the careful and able report of the Com- 
mittee of the Incorporated Law Society on the Land Transfer Bill, 
also Mr. Hunrer’s paper; but we may here draw special attention. 
to the replies of the country law societies to the queries addressed 
to them by the committee. Stated briefly, the general opinion 
appears to be in favour of the scheme of the Bill, assuming that 
registration of title is to be adopted; but three-fourths of the 
replies are against compulsion. There is a general apprehension 
that the mass of work falling on the registries will be so over- 
whelming as to cause intolerable delay unless the districts are 
small and the local knowledge of practising solicitors is utilized. 
On the subject of the confirmation of titles opinion is divided, but 
generally adverse ; and that the plan of settling boundaries will 
not work well is the opinion of 11 against 1 ‘‘ yes”’ (Sunderland), 
and 1 “‘ yes, but with doabt.” With regard to the insurance fund 
opinion wavers, but there seems to be a general impression that 
the premiums proposed to be charged are too high. Strong objec- 
tion is taken to the composition of the Land Transfer Board, and 
to vesting the power of making rules in the Lord Chancellor alone. 
As to the proposed changes in the law of real property, there are only 
8 noes out of the whole set of 21 answers to each of 3 questions 
put. Opinion is practically unanimous that registration must involvo 
increased cost and delay. The Birmingham Society remark that 
there are about.5,000 sales and mortgages in a year in their town, 
of which four-fifths are under £1,000 and more than half under 
£500, and that the additional cost and delay will be felt to be 
oppressive. As regards first registration this must necessarily 
be true, and our readers will find in a previous issue of this journal 
(ante, p. 407) an approximately accurate estimate of the increased 
costs likely to be incurred. But whether it will be so in the case 
of dealings after first registration depends on the question how far 
the whole work of transfer will be done in the office, and on the 
remuneration to be allowed to solicitors. The important ques- 
tion is whether solicitors are to be sacrificed to avoid 
clamour as to the office fees. On this. last question, to which 
we drew attention on the introduction of the Bill, we find 
no reference, either in the report of the committee or in the 
analysis of the replies of the country law societies, further than 
the suggestion in the former that the solicitor’s remuneration 
should be fixed by the ‘‘Tribunal” under the Solicitors’ Remu- 
neration Act. Delicacy in pressing personal considerations of this 
kind is commendable enough up to a certain point; but, having 
regard to the Lord Chancellor’s condemnation, in his speech at the 
first banquet, of the ‘‘canting view about men being absolutely 
regardless of their own interests,” is it not time that solicitors 
should begin to interest themselves somewhat in the question what 
their remuneration is to be on dealings with land after the first regis- 
tration ? We are glad to find that Mr. B. G. Laxe, whose labours in 
connection with the preparation of the report deserve the gratitude 
of the profedjion, is apparently fully alive to this question. While 
expressing, at the Freemiasons’ Hall, a politic belief that the Lord 
Chancellor did not intend to alter the position solicitors at present 
occupied, he intimated that the council must “‘ press very earnestly ”’ 
that solicitors must not be interfered with by the new system. Mr. 
Laxe no doubt knows as well as we do that the strength of the 
politic belief is not such as to warrant any diminution of the 
earnest pressing. We venture to say that, as matters stand at 





present, the probable result to solicitors of the passing of the 
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Land Transfer Bill will be, first, a considerable increase of profits, 
but subsequently a most unreasonable and unnecessary diminution. 





Some surprise will in all probability have been occasioned by 
the ruling of Mr. Justice Burr in Gornall v. Mason (12 P. D. 142). 
In an action for revocation of the probate of a will, granted about 
seven years ago, the defendant was unable to produce one of the 
attesting witnesses, notwithstanding that every effort had been 
made to find him. Mr. Justice Burr thereupon admitted, as 
evidence of execution and capacity, an affidavit which had been 
made by the missing witness in 1879 in support of the probate in 
the district registry, basing his decision upon R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 37, r. 1, which empowers the court or judge “at any time 
for sufficient reason’ to order that “the affidavit of any witness 
may be read at the bearing or trial.” No order had been made 
for taking any part of the evidence by affidavit, and it was argued, 
in opposition to the admission of the evidence, that even the death 
of the witness would not have rendered his affidavit admissible, 
and that the rule was applicable only to an affidavit made during 
the progress of an action; but the learned judge, while feeling 
“‘ great doubt and hesitation,” expressed ‘‘a strong feeling” that, 
after so long an interval, it would be ‘‘a great injustice” to 
exclude the affidavit. It will be remembered that the proviso at 
the end of the rule gives the opposite party power to exclude any 
such affidavit when the witness ‘‘can be produced” for cross- 
examination, and it can scarcely have been contemplated by the 
framers of the rule that an affidavit made for a special purpose 
should be received as evidence without either previous notice or 
an opportunity for cross-examination. 





A soMEWHAT staRTLING statement as to the legal effect of a Bank 
Holiday was made a few days ago by a metropolitan police magis- 
trate, who is reported to have declined to grant a summons against 
an apprentice refusing to work on Whit Monday, and to have laid it 
down that no apprentice was compellable to work on a Bank 
Holiday. The Bank Holidays Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. ¢. 17), 
deals. entirely with banks and banking business, the preamble 
reciting that ‘it is expedient to make provision for rendering the 
day after Christmas Day and also certain other days Bank Holidays, 
and for enabling Bank Holidays to be appointed by royal procla- 
mation.”” The only part of the statute which appears to contain 
any enactment of a general character is section 3, which provides 
that ‘‘ no person shall be compellable to make any payment or to 
do any act upon such Bank Holiday which he would not be com- 
pellable to do or make on Christmas Day or Good Friday”; but 
as the last clause of the section provides for the ‘doing 
such act ” on the following day, the section seems to apply only 
to acts to be done by holders of bills of exchange and promissory 
notes. This Act was amended by the Holidays Extension Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 13), the preamble to which recites that it 
is expedient to extend certain of the holidays named in the prin- 
cipal Act ‘‘to the Customs, bonding warehouses, and docks,” but in 
no way deals with ordinary employers. 





Tae appears set down in the list for the Trinity Sittings number 
148, of which eighteen are interlocutory. They comprise sixty- 
three a from the Chancery Division, eight from the Chancery 
of the County Palatine of Lancaster, sixty-nine from the Queen’s 
Bench Division, seven from the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division, and one Bankruptcy appeal. At the commencement of 
the last sittings the re numbered 169, and a year ago 178. 





Tue causes in the lists of the chancery judges comprise 146 be- 
fore Mr. Justice Kay, 170 before Mr. Justice Currry, 228 before 
Mr. Justice Norru, 168 before Mr. Justice Srrmiine, and 80 before 
Mr. Justice Kzxewice, making a total of 786; the total having 
been 761 at the commencement of last sittings, and 707 a year 
ago. There are 1,152 causes in the Queen’s Bench Division list, 
and 235 in that of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division. 
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THE REPORT OF THE COUNCIL OF THE INCOR: — 


PORATED LAW SOCIETY ON THE (AMENDED) 
LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


Tuts very important document is, to a considerable extent, a 
repetition of a report drawn up by the society at the request of the 
Lord Chancellor shortly after the introduction of the original Bill. 
The present report is, however, a more complete one in two or 
three ways than the former; it is fortified, for instance, by the 
opinions of twenty-one provincial law societies which were not to 
hand when the original report was sent in; it extends to the large 
body of amendments which have been introduced in Committee of 
the House of Lords, and the introductory portion has been con- 
siderably amplified. It was adopted by the council on the 2nd’ 
inst. 

The introductory nag addresses itself to three principal: 
points—1, Is compu 
expenses of next sales, &c.? and, 3, Would not guaranteed title 


be a better system than indefeasible title? With reference to - 


compulsion, the council point out that, ‘tif a system of registra- 
tion cannot be worked except under pressure of compulsion, it 


will be because it has not been made suitable to the requirements - 


of the country.” That this is not a merely obstructive criticism 
appears by the fact that, after suggesting a definite line for 
improvement, the council commit themselves to the following 
weighty statement :—‘‘They believe that under such a system- 


incident to registration, and that, as in the case of the A 
colonies, it would be found unnecessary ‘to resort to . 
It would be difficult to exaggerate the importance of this statement, 
coming from a body so influential and so will qualified to form am 
accurate opinion. 

In estimating the expenses of next sales under: the 
clauses, attention is drawn tosome remarkable facts (to which we 
several times referred) which were laid before Lord Cairns in 1874 
respecting cheap country conveyancing, and which he mentioned 
in the House of Lords as one of the reasons why his Bill did not 
resort to compulsion. He also'afterwards repeated them to Mr. O 
Morgan’s committee in 1879, from which latter evidence 
council quote four of the most material “A number of 
solicitors shewed me that there was going on in various populous 
parts of England a transfer of very minute portions of land in 
very great quantities and at a very small expense. Some of the 
solicitors told me that they had cut up a piece of land into 300 or 
400 parcels to build small houses for working people on ; those 
pieces of land were bought on the credit of the solicitor who had 
them for sale, and the charge in some cases would be as low as 
10s., and in many cases as low as 20s.” Compulsory registration 
will have to be very nicely adjusted in order to prevent its being 
a formidable obstacle to the completion of such transactions as 
these ; while again, as the report points out, in the case of large 
estates the necessary description of the property by means of a 
map will, even if nothing else were pat , be a rather formidable 
item in the expense of each next dealing or devolution. 

As to the ‘‘ guaranteed” versus “‘indefeasible ” title, the distinc- 
tion is one which has only recently been very clearly brought out, 
but when once stated its significance is obvious. It has been ex- 
plaine’ in these columns in a review of a recent work (anée, p. 104), 
and the council strongly urge the abandonment of the so-called 
indefeasible system, and the adoption of the “ guarantee ” system, 
somewhat after the model presented by the Australian Registration 
Statutes. They urge this on account of two main practical 
advantages of the latter system—namely, that it dispenses with 


landowners would readily avail themselves of the many “Australian 


the need of publicity on first registrations, and that it enables the — 


registrar to ‘‘act on the investigation and certificate of solicitors 
acquainted with the applicant’s title—he would, in fact, act as 


the solicitor for a purchaser acts at present.” These two features - 


have not, it is true, been put in practice in Australia, but the 
system admits of their introduction, and, under the 
yrs of the case, they would be of conspicuous in 
gland. 
The report then goes through the Bill in considerable detail, 
being designed s y to serve as a summary of its mai 
visions for the gui 
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sion necessary? 2, How will it affect the 
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hitherto little studied—namely, the Act of 1875 and the Rules of | to increase his insurance by filing a declaration of increased 


1876—before it can be rightly appreciated. ‘As, however, we haye 
pascoerf attempted the same task, we do not propose to follow the 
in their detailed observations, but pass at once to the list 
of principal suggestions, in which the leading criticisms of the Bill 
are, summarized, adding thereto such allusions to, or extracts from, 
the previous detail as seem appropriate. 
1. Compulsory registration is unjust to landowners, and if the 
system were made workable and inexpensive, would be un- 


necessary. 

2. Guaranteed title is preferable to indefeasible title. In fact, 

it, is pointed out (on the preceding page of the report) that parts 
the insurance scheme concede the principle of the former, 
though the name of the latter is retained. 

8. That the board should be selected from barristers and solici- 
tors, and be presided over by a judge or person of equal position. 
The provincial law societies are unanimous on this point also. 

4, That the outlines of the arrangement for branch offices and 
Jand transfer districts should be defined in the Bill. On this we 
ps be permitted to remark that, assuming the first establishments 

md appointments to be experimental, it may, perhaps, be better to 
have even this matter independent of legislative enactment in 
case cf mishap. 

5. That an interval of not less than six months should be 
allowed between the issue of rules and the incidence of com- 
pulsion. By way of shewing that this suggestion, though 
apparently a trite one, is not unnecessary, allusion might be made 
to the last notable issue of Consolidated Rules and Orders, which, 
af we remember rightly, came into operation just three days 
before they were published. 

6. That the duty of registration should be thrown on the 
grantee, and not, as proposed, on the grantor. In this respect the 
report coincides, as as we can learn, with a universally-ex- 


ed opinion. 

7. That provision should be made to relieve a purchaser from 
notice of trusts of the settlement where the proprietor is 
registered as ‘‘ tenant for life.” 

8, 9. That confirmations of titles would be open to abuse, and 
that the determination of boundaries has not yet been made 
i « We have ourselves dwelt upon this in an earlier 

$92). It has also been pointed out in recent works how 
rhole difficulty of boundaries can be removed by simply 

teeing” them, without any publicity, on the same 
evidence, and no more, than purchasers now take on sales. 

10. That inasmuch as landowners are compelled to register, and 
‘therefore incur a risk which, as the Bill assumes, they would not 
incur voluntarily, the cost of insurance against that risk should 
not be thrown on them, but on the country. At any rute, it would 
Pe ped that, as the first. registered proprietor does not obtain the 

benefit of registration for himself, the moment of contribution 
to the insurance fund ought to be deferred until somebody does 
obtain this—namely, till the occasion of the first transfer for value 
after first registration. 

11. That the enforced contribution to an insurance fund will 
largely add to the cost of registration, and would, if registration 
‘were optional, be unnecessary. This latter assertion we question. 
‘The function of the insurance fund is to enable the registrar to 
proceed in cases of doubt. Cases of doubt must continually arise, 
and, unless there be an insurance fund, their occurrence must 
asa continual obstacle to the transaction of business in 
sageery on the same terms of swiftness and ease as is now 
adopted in private dealings; it forms, in fact, the only possible 
Oficial substitute for that convenient practice of “chancing it” by 
‘which private persons habitually facilitate the conduct of their 
affairs, with results on the whole satisfactory. 

.. 12. That if am insurance fund be established, any injured pro- 
,prietor should at once have a direct claim against the fund, not, as 
: y (amended) clause 20 (1), only after ex- 
jhausting all legal remedies available against private persons liable 
,7im which case, moreover, besides the trouble and delay, it does not 
appear that he would have any right to indemnity against his legal 
expenses so incurred. 
. 18: That the right of an aggrieved proprietor should be to full 
_ compensation; not merely to the cost of the land, irrespective of im- 


pro at least, as suggested in an earlier part of the report 
x 20, 21), that a proprietor improving should always have power 


issue 
the 
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and an additional premium. a Whe" 
"Td Week the power 60 make rules should not be vested in the 
Lord Chancellor alone, but that rules should be framed by the 
Land Transfer Board (this means, of course, the board constituted 
as above suggested (3) ) and be issued by the Lord Chancellor on 
their advice. ‘‘The whole character of the measure and the greater 
or less success of the proposed. scheme, will to a very 
great extent upon the nie issued from time to time for the 
guidance of applicants and of the board, and it is not too much 
to say that the framer of the rules can greatly extend or materially 
diminish the scope and effect of the Bill == te passed into law” 
(p. 22). On this head the answers of the provincial law societies 
are unanimous also. 
15. That the devolution on death of real and personal estate 
should either be left as at present or assimilated for all p 
It has been supposed that the Bill was to effect this as drawn ; but, 
as is pointed out earlier in the report (p. 25), the life estate in the 
whole residue of real estate given toa surviving wife or husband 
is by no means the same thing as the interests in personalty conferred 


on the same persons by the existing law, and is o to very 
serious objection. Though the whole realty is given for life, 


‘no obligation is thrown on surviving parents to maintain the chil- 
dren (if any) out of the income. On the in of the husband 
his widow would be entitled to the income w: she were the 
mother of his children or not, and whether she were married to a 
second husband or not, and the children might be left destitute.” 
It is also pointed out that the words “ pari passu with personal 
estate” in (amended) clause 41 (1) would greatly fetter the dis- 
cretion of the representatives, and it is recommended that they 
should be struck out. 

16. That, without limiting the right of any Fgeesme to 
transact in person his own business, the conduct, for fee or reward, 
of legal business connected with land should, as heretofore, be 
intrusted to solicitors, This suggestion is mainly due to the 
council’s apprehensions arising out of the in clause 53 (4 
as to the authorization of “officers” to e employed ‘on 
of applicants,”’ aad to be “ remunerated, by the payment of such 
fees by the parties as may be prescribed "—to which passage we also 
drew attention in our last week’s issue. Its im to solicitors 
—and, it may be added, to the public also (for whose protection the 
present exclusive rights of solicitors have. been established)—is 
very great. Of course, it may be (as we. pointed out) that the 
clause is not intended to interfere with the existing rules as to 
legal work, but is meant to be applied culy to the surveyin 
department ; but, however this may be, it seems that the fn | 
are doing no less than must reasonably be expected of them by the 
profession in suggesting that some distinct limitation should be 
inserted in the Act to regulate the scope of so wide a general 
power. ‘If the committee have correctly appreciated the inten- 
tion of the proviso cited, they feel’ that, on this point, every 
possible opposition should be offered to the Bill.” 








We printed last week the report of the Law Association, which 
contained a passage regretting the death of (among other members 
of the association) Sir Richard Nicholson. This unfounded state- 
ment in the report occasioned anxiety among Sir Richard’s 
numerous professional friends, many of whom, however, had for- 
tunately the opportunity of seeing him in the flesh at the 
first banquet of the Incorporated Law Society this week. 


It is stated that a receiving order has been made against Mr. Arthut 
Octavius Bayly, solicitor, of Bucklersbury, well known in yachting circles a8 
the Vice-Commodore of the Royal Albert Yacht Club, Southsea. It is 
understood that a private meeting of his creditors was held in March last, 
when the liabilities, secured and unsecured, were estimated at £67,000. 

The tenth annual meeting of the Society for the Protection of Ancient 
Buildings was held on Wednesday afternoon in the old hall of Staple Inn, 
Holborn, when a paper, entitled, ‘‘The Sacredness of Ancient Buildings,” 
was read by Mr. Frederic Harrison. The chair was taken by Mr. W 
Morris, and there was a numerous attendance. The Prudential Life Assurance 
Co, is now the owner of Staple Inn, and has announced its intention to 
preserve it without alteration. The old hall of the Inn has been cleansed 
and put in repair, and, with its ancient roof, its fine oak wainscoting, and 
its windows rich with matiy-hued heraldic devices, it constitutes a most 
interesting relic of Old London. Until the 24th of June the hall will be 





open for the inspection of the public, and after that date it will pass into 
the occupation of the Institute of Actuaries, 
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Is was » hapyy Ehought to scims the Sabiep vee return 
hospitality which for many years been 

members of the Incorporated Law Society by. the ouatry, Solnaien.; 
it was a happy thought to fix the date of the i 

season, before the great mass of celebrations. take place, and at 
time when London is most attractive both as natural 
features and amusements; it was a bold and, in many respects, 
happy thought to appropriate the t hall of the Royal Courts 
th quets ; it was a happy thou ppt airnlbeA te mtaete 
banquet of a Lord Chancellor who has introduced a d Transfer 
apon which important suggestions have been sent in by the council 
the society. But the happiest pity im of all was to to; 

such a time as the present the London and country solicitors, and 
afford them opportunities for discussion and tree interchange of 


sentiments on the momentous question which is now before the pro- | - 
fession 


Whatever else may be said, it must be admitted on all. hands. that, 
in point of magnificence, the entertainments were worthy both of the 
t body by whom they were given and of’ the occasion to which 
they owed their origin. That means should have been i 
by private a for festivities on such a scale 
est credit to the public spirit of the London ‘solici or, 
rather, of a OO, Rene Emmy them. an liberality in 
placing something like £7, a 6 disposal e m- 
mittee was well seconded by the indefatigable Pa icy £ 
executive committee and officers of the society. I j 
to them ‘to say that in the matter of . careful and 
ae nothing was wanting. We believe |i 


F 


it 
by the most experienced managers to er 
get 


feat ‘to' provide @ dinner for nearly 800 guests; 
aaevieg 6 por the. reer Yea ohne thewe digit 
out @ programme. ut when 

nahn § added those arising froma hall and offices not desi 
and never before used for the purpose, some idea may be formed 
of the formidable obstacles in the way of success. We think 
that the committee are to be. heartily congratulated on the way 
in which they were overcome, and Mr, Williamson and his staff, to 
‘whore the sacctestal carrying out of the arrangements is due, have 
earned the gratitude of the profession. 

The banquets were singularly successful considering the cir- 
cumstances under which they were held. Mr. Street 
mave has, nd doubt, in some respects once more proved ' its 
want'of adaptation to any useful purpose, but its chief merit, floor 
gpace, happened to be the one thing essential for the 
banquets ; and it. must certainly be said that the lofty pro- 
ab sant q the hall, if beet © dwarfed the decorations pa 
ren e speakers inaudible, imparted a. dignity . an 
impressiveness. to the occasion -which no other available 
building could, have done; There was, too, an obvious appro- 


i 


ess in ‘holding a great lawyer's festivity in the. very | to perform 


— of the pr attic were, a usual small mis- 
ventures to guests occurring in the a 
dinner, and from which even the feasts of the Corporation of London 
arenotexempt. But with the exception of the extraordinary difficulty 


of hearin, speakers, which reduced the re ers to a state of | | 
aapaic, ab 


jemrvoceia Pa Ang a per in pes ag to world of several 
presuma uable and one apparently very ami speech, we 
venture Piey that never were p kw of Phe Pherae. Sp nag with 
on nee sl satisfaction. Beira) 
8 dinner speeches were, erally speakin 

the occasion. Te le caiversalig admitted thet nothing couk 
been better than the president’s pithy and well-turned 

at the first banquet. ey were in every case examples of the right 
thing said in the right wey eee sentiments couched in 

The Mayor's 


fi 


and terse language. com it to 

ell my with regard to this matter was etl doe 
Esher (who had 4 very hearty ) on this occasion kept out 
of view that vein of icism Ww strange to say, one of the 


kindliest of men often delights to exhibit in after dinner 
the course of an admirable address he f 
which solicitors observe the confi 


cluded by remarking that he was ‘‘ there on behalf of her Majesty’s, 


t, for the profession to which the oe, acid those present. 


ope ne alarm tere rein 
dow 


— Ey Sr Awe which no 
a Selight by a ‘certain l ; 
Division. Perhaps it A bertrembyre 
had been , 80 a8 to obviate the necessity 
much of the yooal music; but we was 
‘beforehand to conceive the. utter unfitness of. the hall 
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a more effectively employed. The gates of this bower of bliss were, on 
“the oocasion of the first banquet, guarded by a janitor of peculiar vigilance, 
report speaks correctly, the most important personage of the 
arriving on foot, was refused admission until his credentials had 
attested. The principal guests arrived with more than ordinary 
amongst them being the Master of the Rolls, the Lord 
e Lord Mayor of London (wearing his glittering jewel of 
Mayor of York (in Court dress, wearing the massive gold 
the mayoralty), Professor Tyndall, Mr. Henry Irving, Sir J. D. 
Mr. Walter ant, and a host of other celebrities. The 
ancellor did not enter by this door, but came direct into the 
a private way from his own rooms. The principal guests, 
ing received, occupied the North Gallery, and looked down 
arrivals who were quickly filling the hall below. At a few 
a seven the Chairman took his seat, and the dinner on 
occasion occupied about a couple of hours. The arrange- 
6 the vastness of the entertainment, for serving 
dinner left little to be wished for. The viands were prepared in the 
beneath the hall, and were brought by the jury rooms through 
arched entrances which lead into the hall on either side. Mr. 
the contractor, and the wines were furnished from the cellars 
Society Club. 
was taken by the president, Mr. Henny Warson Parker. 
the guests present were the Lord Chancellor, Lord Esher, 
of the Rolls, the Lord Mayor, Lord Chelmsford, G.C.B., 
Justice Lopes, Lord Hobhouse, Rear-Admiral Moresby, Right 
Sir H. S. Keating, Right Hon. Sir N. Couch, Mr. Justice 
Geantham, Mr. Justice Manisty, the President of the Birmingham Law 
Society, the Judge Advocate General, Sir R. Nicholson, the Attorney- 
; the Lord Mayor of York, Sir R. Wisdom, K.C.M.G., the 
Bolicitor-General, the Hon. Judge Windeyer, the Vice-Chancellor of 
, the Ven. Archdeacon of Middlesex, Mr. W. Markby, D.C.L., 
fir A. K. Stevenson, K.C.B., the Recorder of London, Canon Fleming, 
‘the President of the Liverpool Law Society, the Assistant-Judge, Sir 
James Paget, Bart., the President of the Irish Law Society, Sir R. N. 
Fowler, the President of the Royal College of Surgeons, Sir A. K. Rollit, 
. the President of the Manchester Law Society, Sir F. Bramwell, 
K.0.B., the Solicitor to the General Post Office, Sir J. Monckton, the 
"Wiee-President of the Leeds Law Society, Judge Bagshawe, Rev. Dr. 
‘Wace, the President of the Institute of Civil Engineers, Prof. Tyndall, 
‘the President of the Bath Law Society, Sir James Linton, the Master of 
the Merchant Taylors’ Company, Mr. Henry Irving. Sir Henry Isaacs, 
Sheriff of London, Mr. K. Muir Mackenzie, Q.0., Sir George Morrison, 
Mr. E. E. Bag y, M.P., the Solicitor of Inland Revenue, the Solicitor 
of the Board of Trade, and Mr. Walter Besant. 

The Present, in proposing the health of the Queen, said that in every 
‘assembly of Englishmen the first toast which surges in the heart and rises to 
the lips for expression was that of our gracious Queen. They would 
-honour the 4 ne oo — Be po peng mrs for they were 
‘celebrating the completion of the eth year of her Majesty’s happy and 
reign. When our then youthful Queen pean | the 

years since, the hearts of her people at once went out to 
ier, and from that time to the present the spirit of mutual love which 
the to her people and the people to her had been mani- 
with ever-increasing intensity. Might her Majesty long continue 
ign over us, and might her throne be preserved to her descendants for 
tfocome. He would invite them to drink with three times three the 
of her Majesty the Queen. 
toast was honoured with t cheering. 
Present next submitted the health of the Prince and Princess of 
and the other members of the Royal Family. He said the Prince 
Princess of Wales devoted their services to the interests of the 
They were ever ready to come forward and assist in every good 
or benevolence. He then p the health of the 
Reserve forces. We were constantly being told that 
in a fit condition, that our great burst, and that 
are undefended, and that the historic Thames, on 
this great City of London was placed, had no fortifi- 
thename. He hoped that efforts would be made to put 
in a proper position as regarded its defences so that it might 
in the event of war. 
Hon. Lord Curtmsrorp said he had the distinguished 
this great and magnificent hall to return thanks for the 
he was very proud to belong. He had also the 
t of returning thanks for the reserve forces—a national 
e were all, as Englishmen, so proud. He could assure 
the regular forces were proud indeed to be associated 
‘orces, as they had been on so many different occasions 
for manceuvres, and he could assure them that the progress 
e forces were making in efficiency and in style and in 
something very remarkable indeed. They were treading close 
the forces, and he was quite sure, should the 
and an invasion of these shores, which God forbid, take 
would shew a determined front, and would be 
with good effect with those forces which were 
ge oy ne for pow ag l a4 Sent ¢ * look- 
years gw er iy ee 
as; anal 10 wes u curious facd to oe that daring there Atty yous ere 
been no less than twenty different occasions on which our army had 
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thadito take the field in different parts of the world—in Europe, Asia, Africa, 
ami in Oceana, not to mention America if he ht mention that 
excéllent little tion called the Red River tion. In all the 
five parts of the that army, through the last years, had been 








cognent fom tine tinh. and in ne en then ite son ears out of that 
fifty had some of her Majesty’s forces been in the .- He trusted the 
good reputation which the army had hitherto maintained would con- 
tinue, and that the stout hearts and willing hands of our soldiers would 
always be ready in the defence of their Queen and country. 

-Admiral Morzspy returned thanks cn behalf of the Navy. He 
felt very proud in returning thanks for the first line of defence, and, in 
so doing, he could say with truth that England at this moment 888 
a navy which is at least equal to two, if not three, of any of the combined 
navies of Euro) It was quite true that that navy had been produced at 
a great diture, but t diture was necessary on account of 
the transitional state of shipbuilding. It could not be avoided, for it was 
necessary that one type of vessel should succeed another type before the 
former type had been fully tried in order that England should maintain 
her place ready for war and her place as the foremost naval power. But 
there was one thing in which we were strong now in which we were 
never strong before, and it was in the mobilization of our naval forces. 
We were able now at any moment to mobilize our reserves, our pensioners, 
our personnel of the navy in a way in which we had never been able 
before, thanks to the present efficient Board of Admiralty. He need not 
say that both officers and men were of the highest type. He believed 
that they had never been exceeded in this respect, and, therefore, he felt 
that in returning thanks for the navy, as far as his knowledge went, we 
might rest assured that the navy was as efficient as it ever had been. 

The Presrpent said they were honoured this evening by the presence 
of the Lord Chancellor. It was a great pleasure to the society that the 
Lord Chancellor had come among them as their guest to-night, and their 
heartiest acknowledgments were due to him for his kindness. He (the 
president) was sure that this ae of thanks would be cordially 


echoed by all who were t. ey had been told by a then distin- 
ished member of the Government, when last year upon the sub- 
ect of land law reform, that the Lord C or had ideas upon the 


subject, and that when the Lord Chancellor had ideas upon any subject 
those ideas were sure to produce fruit. The Lord Chancellor’s ideas 
now taken substantial shape, and the country had before it that im 
measure of Jand law reform which his lordship had introduced into 
the House of Lords and was there promoting. His lordship had been 
ood enough to send a print of the Bill to the Council of the Incorporated 
ioe Society for co ion at a v early stage, and to invite any 
suggestions which the council had to e upon it, and the council had 
at once set to work to consider that measure, and he ie peereee 
believed a good many members had sacrificed their Easter ho 8 to its 
consideration. The result was that a report had been sent into the Lord 
Chancellor, which he (the president) trusted had been and would be of 
service to his lordship in moulding and fashioning this tt and impor- 
tant measure. As the entire conveyancing business of this country 
been for ages conducted practically by solicitors, he (the t) hoped 
they might claim, without arrogance, to be able tooffer valuable advice 
and suggestions upon any measure which affects that important branch 
of the law. In doing this their desire was to have regard only to the 

Dblic weal, and not to their own interest, which.must ever be subor- 
} oa to the public good, and he ventured to say that whatever measure 
of land law reform the wisdom of the islature should pass would 
be faithfully, zealously, and loyally stered by that profession to. 
which he had the honour to belong. He gave them the health of the 
Lord Chancellor. 

The health was drunk upstanding, and with three times three. 

The Lorp CuancgeLior, who was received with loud and long continued 
cheering, after referring to the impossibility of making himself heard all 
over the hall, said :—Mr. President, I cannot be present in this great and 
wonderful assembly without feeling that pride which you have jostly 
described as proper to he. gust. peeeenien of which we all are in the 
gent ere | members. I cannot help thinking that when it is possible 

or such a as this to be filled, as it is, by those whose primary duty it 
is to administer justice between man and man, it tells not only well for 
the profession to which we belong, but for the country in which such an 
I was gratified by the mode in which 
you received the announcement of the toast, not only because I am 
proud of the high office which it is my privilege to fill, but 
had been informed that the members of my own profession were 
disposed to regard with a jealous if not with an unfavourable aspect the 
legislation which I had proposed to the nation. [No,no.] I was delighted, 
and I am now delighted, to receive such a con as I have ved to 
t has said, I believe what- 
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an assemblage among whom I will venture to say the name of Thesiger 
must ever be dear—what he has said of those whose hearts beat beneath 
red coats, what they will do and what they can do on behalf of their 
Queen and their country. Allow me to add that I believe some of the 
most important questions which have ever been decided and which have 
ever been conquered, among the Pte questions by which mankind and 
their interests has been aided and assisted, have been decided in courts of 
law as importantly as upon fields of battle. And as long as you have 
brave saline. loyal subjects, and bold and courageous lawyers, to fight 
your battles on fields of battle, and in courts of law, and on ships— 
although I cannot say much for the beauty of the latter—yet I believe we 
shall maintain that same position that we hitherto have maintained, 
not simply by mere brute violence and force, but by the recognition of 
this great fact which we ought in this hall and in such an assembly to 
—* that in the result and in the end truth and justice will finally 
prevail. 

The Prestpent proposed the toast of the Bench and the Bar. He said 
the independence and uprightness of our judges were essential to the 
administration of justice in this country, ae pl could boast that we 
had a thoroughly upright and independent bench. To quote the eloquent 
words of a distinguished Lord Justice, used upon a recent occasion, 
justice is administered in the realms of her Majesty immaculate, un- 
spotted, and uns d. There was no human being whose smile or 
whose frown, there was no Government, Conservative or Liberal, whose 
favour or disfavour would start the pulse of an English judge upon the 
bench or move by one hair’s breadth the even equipoise of the scales 
of justice. The bar was the portal by which the bench of judges alone 
was approached, and the bench was the reward of honourable and 
successful exertion at the bar. As we venerated and respected the 
bench, so we honoured and respected the bar from whom our judges 
proceeded as one of our noblest professions. 

The Master or raz Roxis, who was received with loud cheers, said: I 
and the other judges here present are here for ourselves and on behalf of allof 
us to assist in this admirably imagined mode of doing honour to the Queen. 
We are here not only as guests, but as fellow members of the same pro- 
fession. It is true that our profession is divided into three divisions, but 
the profession is one, and we are all, excepj when on duty, equally mem- 
bers of that one profession. That profession is one of high and peculiar 
trust. It is peculiar in this, thatif any of us betray our trust, unless under 
the most gross circumstances, those who trust us or those with regard to 
whom we have to act have no remedy. It is for that reason that we all 
have resolved that our profession shall be carried out, not merely with 
honesty, but with the most scupulous and delicate honour. That honour 
strikes us in different ways. The judge knows of nothing in the pro- 
fession but what is brought before him in the public court. His honour, 
therefore, only requires of him that he should spare no pains and no 
trouble to come to a right decision. The barrister knows of no circum- 
stances in his profession but those which are contained in his brief, but he 
has a most severe responsibility in determining how much of that which 
is in his brief shall be disclosed, and that which he thinks right not to disclose 
in court he is bound in honour never to disclose at all. But a solicitor, 
from the necessity of the case, is made to know circumstances of the most 
‘delicate kind, and if he were to betray the secrets which must be in- 
trusted to him he would in many cases destroy the of families, 
and in others the fortunes of multitudes of le. It is upon that third 
division of our profession, therefore, that the delicacy of trust of which I 
have spoken weighs the most heavily, and I am here to-night in order to 

to my most earnest belief and my most earnest conviction that 
that delicacy of trust is rarely, if ever, betrayed. And I am here on behalf 
of her Maj ps judges to say that we come here as members of our one 
and joint profession for the purpose of ——s the respect which we 
feel, and which everybody feels, for the division of the profession to which 
the _ majority of this company belongs. Fellow aa a I thank you 
for the mode in which you have drunk the health of her Majesty’s judges. 

The Arrornzy-GenznaL, who rose amidst great cheering, also 
responded. He said: It certainly is a very great honour to be allowed to 
zeturn thanks at this magnificent banquet on behalf of one branch of our 
profeesion. This hall has not hitherto served any very useful purpose. 
Since the day when it was honoured by our most gracious lady the 
Queen, I do not think it has ever presented such a noble appearance as 
it does upon the present occasion, and I feel sure that those of the bar 
who are present to-night will feel that{we owe this, as we owe a greatmany 
other good things of the profession, to our brethren the solicitors and the 
Incorporated Law Society. On this occasion, and after what the Master 
of the Rolls has said, one’s mind is naturally taken back to the respective 
duties with which that branch of our profession is intrusted. As hae been 
truly said, we are all one profession; at the same time the bench, the 
bar, and the solicitors each have their respective duties. These 
branches, with their respective privileges, their respective du have 
existed now in this country for hundreds of years. There will, I have 
no doubt, be improvements ; there will, I have no vas changes ; but 
I hope none of us will ever be tempted to break down line 
¢ dltnction of duty a Comet wot + pag d comggeed- ar pencden 

. Every facility for change shou ven, 80 anyone 
who feels he will do better in the other branch of ape ade og ehould 
be able to get into it with ease. Let those who are at the bar who feel 


as tors have the opportunity of 3 
fachapapehe pbaseheape yovectrnmne poipany A 8 ena he bar—ot the 
ve a ready means of change, bu te henter our great 
fessi which have worked so for 
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penab na a tempt edna dyeabos f praise Of th clergy and 
sary—for to attempt to ° * e 
of their labours, ii-sewerdel wih this world’s goods, it was oe 
unnecessary for him to a their time. Whetherin the crowded 
or the fever-stricken lanes of large towns, or in the retirement of <n 
villages, their duties were iormed with an assiduity which 
them to high praise, and w made it certain that the toast which he 
ventured to ee was one which could] not be received otherwise than 
with respec . 

The Venerable the Archdeacon of Minpizsex returned thanks, 
his pleasure that, in such an assembly as this, the toast had been so 
pro} and so warmly received. 

e Paesrpent gave the health of the Houses of Parliament, aah 
that the House of Lords was a permanent and a popular assembly, and 
owed its permanence and its popularity to the fact that it combined the 
principle of heredi caneeaion with a continual infusion into its ranks 
of the most distin ed commoners drawn from all ranks of 
So it was permanent, so it was pogeiee. had heard a ae 
lately about ending or amending the House of Lords. He ventured 
think that this country would never end the House of Lords, and he 
ventured to think, if the process of amen our Legisla 
set about, it might y commence with the House of Com 
although the House of Commons now represented a fully-en 
nation, at no period of its history had it been so incapable of on 
with the business of legislation as it was now. The work of 
in the House of Commons seemed to be lyzed and and h 
hoped that the procedure in that House would be 
that that House would regain its ancient reputation of being the first 
deliberative assembly in the realm. . 

Lord Hovxovuss returned thanks, observing that he little thought when 
he saw this hall opened some baer ago by the august lady whose Jubilee 
they were celebrating that he should attend a banquet in it, and still leas 
that he should attend it as a member of the House of 
and still less that he should find himself on his | 
thanks for the House of Lords. He had h the 
tion asked —a very relevant question—‘*‘ What was tiie use 
hall ?*’ Since he hot bese in the room he had heard it said that it 
an entrance halJ, not a waiting hall, and, in fact, they did not 
use it was. He was proud to think that there was no problem 
but the ingenuity of the legal mind could solve it. They had solved 
the most satisfactory way, in a way so satisfactory that he believed 
everyone who had attended the solution would be glad to do the same 
thing again. Sometimes another relevant question was asked—** 
the use of the House of Lords?’’ He woutd answer it in the same way. 
Let them look at the work it was doing. The members of the House of 
Lords had not the delight of sitting up till two or three in the yor | 
but, on the other hand, they were attending to the business of the a 
The House of Lords was a of feudal society, and it was sometimes 
accused of clinging ly to the traditions of the in which it 
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to.add a few words because he was privileged to join with the toast the 
of the present holder of the high office of Lord Mayor. The name 
of Sir Hanson not only appealed to them as one of civic honour, 
but from all sorts of aspects. To many of them not the least of his recom- 
mendations was that he was an old Rugbeian, and that he was well known 
in the Surrey cricket field and at the London Athletic Club, but that was 
fer from being the reason why he wished in this hall, and in this 
to speak of him. Sir Reginald Hanson was, he believed, the only 
man who had filled the civic chair, and if he (Mr. Lake) was 
much mistaken the University of Cambridge was about to give the Lord 
the highest honour it was in their power to bestow, that of 
Doctor of Civil Laws. There was one honour he ventured to think the 
Lord Mayor would even pride himself still more upon, and that was that 
he occupied the unique position—certainly in this reign—of having 
received his august sovereign at the Mansion House as his guest. He had 
geceived her Majesty on the occasion of one of those gracious visits which 
she had been paying more often lately than perhapsduring the last few years 
had been possible, and he had received as a fitting reward of his loyalty 
gnd of the loyalty of the city which he represented the hereditary honour 
and dignity which he now wore, and, in the hope that he might enjoy that 
y for many years, and that he might hand to his successors 
the privileges and liberties of that great city of which he was 
worthy representative, he called upon them to drink the health of 
the Right Honourable the Lord Mayor. 
'.The Lord Mayor, in acknowledging the compliment, said that the 
yy-General and Lord Hobhouse had expressed what appeared to be 
views of many of those present—namely, that they were very much 
as to what was the possible use of this hall. Their president 
and the Incorporated Law Society had recently discovered a very good 
wee to which to put it, and he was quite certain that all who were their 
’ would appreciate it, and hoped that this would be by no means the 
occasion on which the ball would be put to such a use. He would 
however, as Lord Mayor, to say that an earlier use had been dis- 
@overed for the hall, even from the very time when it had been first 
the time of his predecessor in office Sir Henry Knight. Since his 
it been the passage room through which, on every succeeding 
of November, the then Lord Mayor had to receive some words 
from the Lord Chief Justice of England. Doubtless many of 
De had been in that interesting but somewhat barbaric 
oun tr) Spain, where the chief amusement was the bullfight. But they 
ted the bull with the highest honour and respect, and before he was 
pen into the arena to be baited he was paraded before assembled multi- 
his horns were gilt, he was decorated with wreaths and ribbons 
, as worthy to be slain with honour. Such was the position 
‘or on the 9th of November on his way to the Queen’s 
ch. There he was addressed by the Lord Chief Justice on many sub- 
some of which he unders perfectly well, and of some of which, 
were avain man, he might say he knew better than some other 
and upon many other subjects which were of vast interest to the 
ud in general but which did not nner bo intimately concern the 
of London or the Lord Mayor. He (the Lord Mayor) had had the 
wanity of hearing from the Lord Chief Justice the whole history in 
way of all the jubilees which had taken place in 
was six months ago, and, notwithstanding the serious 
aire Se Sie de wes, marth in very good health, and he 
2] Corporation cf the City of London was surviving and was 
bald in the same estimation asever. Mr. Lake had been good enough to say 
and he believed he would be able to hand over the trust committed 
Juim to his successor and his successors for many years, in as good a 
Mdition as when he had received it, and unimpaired in the estimation of 
ihe citizens of London. In the minds of all thinking men the corpora- 
mwas represented in a great degree by the guests who were here 
ight, because he knew that the guests of the Incorporated Law 
iy. were from all parts of England, and many of them were con- 
& in local self-government, and he thought they had perfect con- 
ce in ] the management of municipal matters in the hands of 
to wnom were intrusted year by year in the month of Novem- 
yer by those who their representatives all over the kingdom. It 
aa distinction to the City and to him, as its head, that her Majesty 
o ve the Mansion House, which was an event unparalleled 
her and he believed during that of any other sovereign, and 
m there had been carried out to her satisfaction and to 
a Family, as he believed, from her Majesty’s statement 
and from he had heard from other members of the Royal Family, was 
the.case. It was avery great honour for the City of London, and the 
henour her penty Sat been pleased to confer on him he was not vain 
ore. to take to himself. He knew it was in honour of the ancient City 
London and the way in which it had supported her and her family. 
f. FoLLErT proposed the toast of “‘ Art, Science, and Literature.” 
‘ Tyxpa.. responded, humorously remarking that he was sorry 
not had more to do with the construction of this hall, which, 
point of view, left very much to be desired. 
Laxton, P.R.I., and Mr. Waiter Besant also.returned thanks. 
ENT proposed the health of the Provincial Law Societies, and 
he country members of the society. He said it was a great pleasure to 
amongst them as their guests to-night the members of the country 
societies and the geoviadlal motahers of the society. It was a great 
1 a apr eas ome Pag as Lary miagengs and to do their best to 
ey or so many years experienced 
their 2 regen hh provinces, where the most lavish efforts had 
been made for their welcome and entertainment. The society in 
received the possible aid and assistance from the country 
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societies, and many of the most useful members of the council were | tions. 





the delegates of the country law societies. He trusted that the cordial 
relations which the London members maintained with their country 
brethren, and the aid and assistance which they at all times gave them, 
might long continue, 

The Prestpent of the Liverroot Law Society (Mr. Kenion) responded. 
He said that it had been the humble effort of the country law societies to 
receive the Incorporated Law Society in the provinces. They had done. 
their best from time to time to render the visits of the London members 
to the provinces worthy of the dignity of this great society. They had 
heard from the president to-night, as they had heard on previous occa- 
sions, that the provincial efforts had been acceptable, and that they ht 
be considered worthy of the occasion; but he thought it was a happy idea 
of the London members of the Incorporated Law Society, in celebration 
of this Jubilee year, that they should return, in some measure, the obligations 
they had felt they were under by asking the provincial solicitors to meet 
them in this Jubilee yearin the greatest city of the empire. He felt that 
this was a very adequate response to all that the provincial societies had 
done, and, on behalf of the provincial societies, he ed to tender in the 
most hearty manner their sincere thanks to the p ent, to the Incor- 
porated Law Society, and to the profession in London, for the very hearty 
manner in which they had welcomed them. 

The Lorp Mayor gave the health of the President of the Incorporated 
Law Society, who represented their host here this evening. He did not 
think it necessary to dilate on tue tness of the Incorporated Law 
Society, or of its president, their pe rm host; but he could tell the 
great number present to whom it was an utter impossibility that his 
speeches could have been audible, that those hes hed been most 
@ propos, and that he had never heard better s' es given by a president. 
at my dinner, especially to such a disti ed company as this. Per- 
sonally he had known the president for a great many years, and he could 
venture to congratulate the Incorporated Law Society on their president 
and on the work they had done, and especially on the exceedingly happy 
thought of acme ge the Jubilee of her wv, by gi this ifi- 
cent entertainment, use they in the City thought t any good 


work could not be better celebrated than by having a very good dinner, 
when all differences of opinion and any asperities which might have been 
felt were smoothed down. By the courtesy of the Incorpo: Law Society 


they had had the opportunity of enjoying this evening a splendid enter- 
tainment, for which, in the name of those present, he weal render his 
best thanks to the society and to the president, Mr. Parker. 

The toast was drunk upstanding, and with three cheers, 

The Presipent, in responding, said: I rise to offer the warm thanks of 
my colleagues and of myself for the kindly words with which the Lord 
Mayor has introduced the toast of the. Incorporated Law Society. 
Although in its terms the toast is addressed to me as president, I accept it 
in the collective sense in which, it is.intended, as applying to the council 
over which I have the honour to preside, and to the society whose affairs 
we administer. For the Incorporated Law Society I may say that, 
although it is not yet sixty years old, it has been ropa Meme neoggy | in 
im ce and influence throughout the whole period of its career. 
Legislature has intrusted us with the most important functions with 

to the discipline and the education of out profession, and yore 
year our work and our influence are increasing. Although we do this wor! 
for the whole body of the profession, yet, in round numbers, of 
the 14,000 solicitors who are upon the roll, a little more than one-third of 
them are inrolled within our ranks, and I consider it is essential to the 
development and to the furtherance of the objects for which our socie 
was incorporated that every solicitor upon the rolls should be inroll 
within our ranks, and I look forward to the day, and that day may not be 
far distant, when this great fusion will be accomplished; and pe and 
not until then, will our society be that representative body of the 
whole i ms which it ought to be, and‘in the end, I venture to say, 
must be. 

The proceedings then terminated. 





Tus Szconpy Banauer. 

The second banquet took place at the hall of the Law Courts on Monday 
evening, Mr. G. B. Greconry presiding. Am the guests were Lord 
Lingen, the Right. Hon. Osborne Morgan, Q.C., M.P., Rear Admiral Field, 
the Lord Advocate, Sir John pee Bart., Sir Gabriel Goldney, Sir E. 
Watkin, M.P., Mr. Stavely-Hill, Q.C., M.P., Sir W. Hardman, Sir Whit- 
taker Ellis, M'P., Sir J. Parker Deane, Q.C., Mr. J. W. Lowther, M.P., 
Mr. Lockwood, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Dixon-Hartland, M.P., Mr. Maclean, Q.C., 
M.P., Mr. T. Milvain, M.P., and Mr. Elton, Q.C,, M.P. 

The Cuamman, in proposing “The Health of the Queen,” asked those 
present to drink it, ae ere that were there as solicitors of the 
Supreme Court, and they were there assem in this great e which 
the Queen of this country had herself dedicated to the administration of justice, 
He then gave the toast of “The Prince and Princess of Wales and the other 
members of the Royal Family,” which was followed by that of the “ Army, 
Navy, and Auxiliary Forces,” in giving which the pointed out that 
the army of this country was purely voluntary, emanating really from the 
public spirit of this country, and it was supported bye reserve forces. which 
were Ss arvit Bete sea upon that public L eae British soldier when 
he enlisted knew that he must be prepared to do ev ing that was asked 
of him—in fact, to stand sentinel over the globe. surrounded it with 
his power, and it might be a question for him sometimes whether he had 
done well in ing the snows of the Himalayas for the blinding sands 
of Aldershot. That was his destiny and his duty. destiny he accepted 
that duty he faldiled. ‘They all and 
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it fulfilled its duty. They recogaaed it the fat line of dekons, 
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The Lornp Apvocats or Scortanp returned thanks for the Army and 
the Reserve Forces. For the Army he might say, from his own ob- 
servation, that never during this generation had it been filled by better 
men in physique than it was at the present moment, and they had 
only to cast their memory back to the events of the last three or four 

in order to satisfy themselves that that physique was used bravely 
in the service of the country. For his own branch of the service he returned 
hearty thanks that they had done them the honour of coupling it with the 
Army, and he assured them that if they had any confidence that they could 
be of any use for the defence of their country, it was solely because they 
believed and knew that they belonged to the same race from whom our regular 
Army was ited, and therefore they felt that, if properly led by the 
officers of the Army, they might be able to do their duty. He rejoiced to 
see that every day the union between the two branches of the Army, the 
indispensable Regular Army and the equally indispensable Reserve Army, 
was ming closer and more intimate. 


Admiral Fretp returned thanks for the Navy, observing that there was no 
rivalry between the Army and the Navy, except as to which should serve the 
country best. Lawyers, until of late, had been permitted to be present at 
court martials only as “friends of the prisoners.” They had now a legal 
status there, and he did not know that there was any difference, except in the 
length of the proceedings. 

Mr. W. Metmoru Watrers gave the toast of “The Houses of Parliament,” 
speaking of the opening of the Hall by her Majesty, and remarking that they 
were there to-night in a fitting way, it seemed to him, in commemoration of 
her jubilee. He had great pleasure in proposing the toast on behalf of the legal 
profession. They considered that they of the logal rofession were, as it 
were, the handmaids of the Houses of Parliament, e Houses of Parliament 
had made their laws, and had entrusted to them the execution of them. The 
Houses of Parliament, beyond trusting them to that extent, had now let 
them go free and given them this magaificent hall torun in. .Then, he said, 
it was fitting that there they should propose their health. They, as lawyers 
as well as citizens, owed much to the Houses of Parliament, for their liberties 
and their rights were owing to them. From them they derived Magna 
Charta, from them they got the Bill of Rights, and it wonld take along 
time to enumerate the benefits which flowed from the action of the Houses 
of Parliament. He liked the House of Lords, not merely as a matter of 
fancy, but he liked it because of the value of its debates, because of the high 
pitch of eloquence to which it aspired, and because of the decorum which 

wailed there. He liked the House of Lords not simply because, like most 

lishmen, he had got, perhaps, a sneaking partiality for a lord, but aleo 

because he believed somewhat in the transmission of virtues and talents by 
hereditary descent, and because, in addition to that, he found the Housé of 
Lords was yearly recruited from amongst the best of our commoners, and 
because he found the result of that to be that they had a second chamber in- 
ferior to none in the whole world—one which they could destroy if th 
pleased, but which they conld never build up again; and a feature whic 
made it independent, and that was a great feature in a chamber of that kind, 
a chamber which was_not driven hither and thither by the uncertain gale 
of popular favour, but a chamber which deliberated and discussed matters 
pe its own responsibility, and which came fearlessly to the conclusion 
which justice required. It had been said, What was the use of the House 
of Lords? and there were those who cried, “Down with it; down with it 
even to the ground!” Had it gone down? No.- Recent events had made 
it grow in favour and in power; and he believed the day was far removed 
when they should hear any substantial echo of the cry, ‘‘ Down with the 
House of q”.. 5 pry Raw back, there was many a time when they 
had had occasion to say, ‘‘ Thank God for the House of Lords.” There was 
no concealing the fact that the House of Commons was suffering at the 
present moment from a severe affliction. He did not know what the doctors 
called it, but he would be inclined to say that it was cacoethes loquendi, and 
he was sorry to say that independent critics had noticed a serious deteriora- 
tion in its manners and language. In conclusion, he invited the members of 
the Houses of Parliament, if they wished to see how business should be trans- 
acted, to come to the Courts of Justice. But there were gleams of hope. 
He had faith in the ultimate triumph of good sense, and he believed that the 
present was but a passing phase which, carefully attended to, would 
irk He believed in the experience they had had in the past, and had 
faith in what was to come in the future, and that this would amply justify 
him in asking them to drink the toast. 


Lord Lixezy, K.O.B., returned thanks for the House of Lords, observing 
that, as a second chamber, it held its position in the country greatly by its 
independence and greatly by its experience, and he felt tolerably safe in 
a ing to this assembly, which, more than any other, was connected 
with the orev and all that represented the stable interests of the 
country. House of Lords, on the whole, was perhaps the richest body 
which could be collected together in the kingdom; and be believed that to 
that fact might be attributed the great influence which it rightly and just! 
had in this country. And, further, its experience was a quality which 
was —— —— The landlord, who Bn the hol of the 
great estates, the agricultural, urban, and mining interests, everything that 
constituted the ind and the wealth of the country, was represented 
there. He believed, judgi i from what he had seen in the debates of the 
House of Lords, that the interests of the country were thoroughly well 
considered in that House. Two of the first debates he had heard in the House of 
Lords wereconcerning the governmentof Indiaandthe entof Ireland, 
and the majority of persons who took part in those debates had either been 
Governors-General in India or Lords-Lieutenant of Ireland. He said most 


er os the interests of this country were considered with a 


moe partiality, and experience and public spirit-in that Honse 
aon : jostify any ‘confidence which the countey might repose in the 
of Lords, 


Sir Jonx Moweray, Bart., replied for the House of Commons, 
particularly to the intimate connection which existed between the . 
profession and the two Houses of Parliament. The House of Commons was 
recruited in its most illustrious members from the legal profession—from the 
most able and energetic members of both branches of the profession. 
would remind those who were disposed to criticise the doings of the House 
of Commons, that the present. was a very unfavourable year. But there 
was the unprecedented fact that the House of Commons, representing 
all shades of denominational and religious opinion and all classes and eon- 
ditions of men, had ired to St. Margaret’s Church—the first time such 
ceremony had taken p for a thousand years—to celebrate the Jubilee of 
an English Sovereign; and, for the first time, on Saturday evening, @ 
banquet had been given to the legal profession in the Palave of Justice. On 
be of the House of Commons he would say that this, too, was an un~- 
precedented year. The House had sat ever since January—nearly five 
months—and they had passed one rule of procedure and two clauses of w 
criminal Bill. The guests this evening had drank to the House of 
which for more than 600 years had conferred t benefits upon the people, 
and he looked upon it with peculiar hope for the future. There never I 
been a time when there were a greater number of young men of ability and 
intelligence who formed the members of the House of Commons, and if the 
House would only proceed to work, great things might be expected of it; 
This was also the Jubilee year, in a sense, of the Chairman and himself, because 
it would be fifty years next November since Mr. Gregory and he had had 
the pleasure of commencing the study of the lega] profession in the chambers 
of an eminent conveyancer, Mr. John Tyrrell, in New-square. . 

Mr. R. Exerr (Cirencester) proposed the health of “The Bench and the 
Bar.” ‘This was an age in which institutions were — undergoing & 
process of deterioration, but when they looked at the Bench of England 
they saw it maintaining its wonted dignity, its excellent purity, and its 
unswerving equity, and whether as English lawyers or as Englishmen they 
were proud of it, and they sought to do honour to it. The bar was @ 
necessity of the bench, and if the bench were wise and good it was because 
the bar was so, He ventured to say that there never had been a time duri 
the whole history of the English Bar where it was more fertile in 
roduction of distinguished men, men of great honour and ability, and the 

x had never at any time been more productive of men qualified to 
high offices as judges ‘and as statesmen, and of men whose weight an 
eloquence enabled them to maintain worthily the traditions of the bari 
That this was no fancy picture was well illustrated by the history of thé 
right hon. gentleman w! name he was authorised to couple with the 
toast. “v 


Mr. Ossornz Moroan, Q:C., M.P., who was received with loud 
responded. He said the Bench of England was one of the few 


of which the Englishman was still i vt ab om The er 
England could vie in point of ability, in point of purity, in poi 
integrity, with the judges of any other country on the face of the globe. 
If was a single drawback. to their happiness, a yee 
their cup, it was because they were under the LS rae 
construe the nonsense which unfortunate’ legislators enacted. But 
would the bench be without the bar, from whom. its distin ed members 
were drawn ; and. what would the bench or the bar without that 
distinguished section of ‘the profession of which this di 
society was, if he might use the ey the i ‘ essence? He 
could never forget that the bench, bar, and the so were the three 
branches of the same professi ponent parts of the same machine — 
and the object of all of them was, or ought to be, the same—the adminis- 
tration of justice. epee 

The Cuarrman proposed the toast of “ The Provincial Law Societies.” He 
said : I have great pleasure in proposing the health of those who are here as 
our guests to day; those who have accepted usas their guests for years beforé, 
and who, I hope, will receive us as long as we shall survive as again. 
We are all indabted to thet hequenys ons Testa te 


5 





servation of the conduct, and for the maintaining of the dignity 1. 

honour of their own profession. That has been the duty of 

law societies. That duty they have faithfully ed. I venture to 

anticipate a joke we may see in some of our favourite society journals, where 

we may be compared to the octopus out our uckers in 

poagene nye geet: Lm Vibe va see Py ab diy agar toad ge 5? - 

our profession, of maintaining its position i ’ 

country; and I say we arei to the affiliated Nees 

us a t direction. We are delighted to see them as our 

to-day. .We look to favours to come. We.look to receiving their 

in years for the future. I shall not be of the party, but many of us may 

I cannot look forward to it, but I may live in the memory of some 

those I am addressing to-day. If.so, 1 shall live in the anticipation of such a 

destiny. I dosire nothing higher. I desire nothing better us long Tam a 
omens 7, sf 
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Mr. Eton, Q.C., M.P., proposed the health of the Incorporated Law 
Society, to whom they were indebted for this splendid hospitality. In the 
name of all the lawyers—in the namo of all who had chosen to accept this 
hospitality—he thanked them. He could not sit down without saying one 
word in respect to the chairman, whose voice had ever been listened to 
with the deepest respect whilst he was in the House of Commons. He 
could safely say that on every occasion on which he had spoken upon ques- 
tidns of statesmanship or questions of law, he was listened to with the 
greatest deference and the most affectionate regard. 

The Cuatrmax, who was met with loud plaudits, in acknowledging the 
compliment, said: As a solicitor I was almost, I may say, born; as a solicitor 
I have lived, and as a solicitor I hope to die. All my thoughts have been for 
the interest of the profession. I may say, certainly, since I entered the 
Honse of Parliament, that I hope that, in some degree, my efforts have 
tended to maintain these interests and the honour and dignity of the pro- 
fession to which I have the honour to be a member. I believe the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society his done honest, sincere, and truthful work in the 
operations which it has undertaken. I remember the first institution of the 
society. I remember its small beginnings. I remember it began almost 
as a social institution, for the purpose of maintaining harmony amongst the 
mombers of our common profession. It has gradually extended its operations, 
It has become almost a university in the proper sense of the term. It has 
become a great institution of examination and of discipline; and, as it had 
faithfully fulfilled its duties and obligations, those which had been cast upon 
it ‘by Parliament, and those which have been recognised in society, I believe 
it has tended not only to the benefit of our profession, but to the common 
benefit and welfare of the general community. 


Tue Batt, 


On Tuesday evening a ball was held at the Society’s Hall, Chancery- 
lane, at which nearly 2,000 ladies and gentlemen were present. The 
Presmpent and the Vics-Presipent received the guests in the council 
room, and among them were the Lord Chancellor and Lady Halsbury, 
Lord Herschell, Lord Justice Cotton, Mr. Justice Grantham, and Mr. Justice 
Kekewich, and a considerable number of Q.C.’s and members of the 
bar. Dancing commenced soon after nine o’clock, and was continued uptil 
four a.m. The whole of the building, which was profusely decorated 
throughout with growing plants and laid with crimson cloth, was utilized. 
The Examination Hall, in which was stationed the band of the Royal 
Artillery, conducted by Mr. L. Zavertal, and the Reading Room, where 
was Willoughby’s band—conducior, Mr. L. P. Willoughby—were the ball- 
rooms, and the whole of the premises occupied by the club were used for the 
purpose of supplying light refreshments during the evening. In order to 
avoid any block, the guests sred the supper-room by means of the library 
staircase, and afterwards ¢ i the lower rooms by a temporary staircase 
constructed outside the bui Messrs. King & Brymer snpplied the 
refreshments, and Messrs. Catbush were responsible for the decorations. 
The line of carriages and cabs extended from end to end of Chancery-lane 
and along Carey-street, and in front of the Courts of Justice. 






Tur TxHeatrica, ENTERTAINMENTS. 
On Thursday evening, the following theatres were placed at the disposal 
of the visitors : —Lyceum (Louis XI.), St. James's (Lady Clancarty), and the 
Court (Dandy Dick). 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


WALSH vo. THE DARWEN PAPER MILLS CO.—C. A. No. 2, 
8th June. 


Brezacn or Insunction—Mortion ror Szavestration— Mope or TAKING 
EvIpence. 
This was an appeal by the plaintiffs, who were cotton spinners carrying 
on their business at mills situate on the River Darwen, in Lancashire, 
the refusal of North, J., to issue a sequestration against the 
defendant company for an a‘leged breach of an undertaking given by them 
in the action. The company were the occupiers of a paper mill situated 
higher up the river than the plaintiffs’ mills. On the 27th of April, 1885, 
an order was made in the action by Pearson, J., on the application of the 
plaintiffs in chambers, declaring that the defendants had not, as against the 
plaintiffs, any prescriptive or other right to pollute, deteriorate, impound, 
withold, or diminish any water of the river, or any of its affluents, so as 
injure the plaintiffs in the enjoyment of the flow of the water unpolluted 
for the use of their mills. And the defendants, by their counsel, under- 
taking not to pollute, &c., any water of the river, or any of its affluents, 
so as to injure the plaintiffs as aforesaid (such undertaking not to be en- 
forced for a period of eight months from the date of the order, if the 
defendants should in the meantime do their best to make arrangements 
#0 as to conduct their works as to avoid doing the plaintiffs any injury), 
it was by consent ordered that the defendants should pay the plaintiffs’ 
costs of the action, to be taxed as between solicitor and client. During 
the eight months the defendants made some alterations in their works, and 
fourteen months after the expiration of the eight months the plaintiffs, 
who had not previously made any complaint since the expiration of the 
eight months, gave notice of motion for the issue of a sequestration against 
the defendants on the ground that they had committed a breach of their 
g- On the kending of this motion both sides filed a number of 
affidavits, but there was no cross-examination of the witnesees. North, 
J., dismissed the motion, but without costs. 
“us Cover or Arrzit (Corrox, Bowzn, and Far, L.JJ.) dismiesed 





the appeal, with costs, without hearing any argument on behalf of 
the defendants, holding that the plaintiffs had failed to shew that the 
matters of which they complained were due to any acts of the defendants, 
| Corron, L.J., expressed his regret that a case of this kind should have to 
be decided on affidavit evidence, without any opportunity of cross- 
examining the witnesses. Without absolutely deciding the point, he 
thought that means might have been found for having an issue tried 
with vird voce evidence. Bowen, L.J., concurred. He thought that the 
question in dispute ought to have been settled either by a reference to a 
skilled arbitrator or upon oral testimeny, not upon affidavit evidence. 
Moreover, the plaintiffs’ case rested _— samples of the water of the 
river, and in such a case the value of the experiment depended entirely 
upon the fairness with which the sample was taken. The only satisfac- 
tory way of taking such samples was to give the opposite side an oppor- 
tunity of seeing how the sample was taken. The plaintiffs had not 
attempted to submit their samples to any witnesses but their own, or to 
give the defeudants in any way an opportunity of checking them. The 
plaintiffs were bound to shew that the mischief of which they com- 
plained was produced by something peculiar to the defendants’ manu- 
facture—that the injury must come from the defendants. The only thing 
peculiar to paper manufacture which could produce the alleged injury 
was the refuse of esparto grass. The defendants said that the alterations 
which they had made in their works had rendered it impossible that the 
esparto refuse should find its way into the river. That defence, if it 
was true, was unanswerable, and the only way of meeting it was by 
cross-examining the defendants’ witnesses, or by inspecting the defend- 
ants’ works to ascertain if it was true. It was almost. inconceiv- 
able that the plaintiffs should not have adopted either of those courses. 
The court came to but one conclusion, that the plaintiffs had not estab- 
lished their case. Fry, L.J., was of the same opinion. He thought that 
North, J., had dealt somewhat hardly with the defendants in depriving 
them of the costs of the motion.—Counsg1, Cookson, Q.O., and Farwell ; 
Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and S. Hall. Soxrcrrors, Pritchard, Englefield, ¢ Co. ; 
Clarke, Woodcock, & Ryland. 


WALLASY LOCAL BOARD v. GRACEY—Stirling, J., 8th June. 


Action sy Locat BoaRD TO RESTRAIN ALLEGED Pusptic NvcIsaNce FROM 
WHICH THE BoarD suSTAIN NO DAMAGE. 


The Wallasy Local Board sought, by a motion in the terms of the writ 
in an action brought in the name of the board, to restrain by injunction 
| an alleged public nuisance. The board had sustained no damage by the 
| alleged nuisance. It was objected that the action was wrongly framed. 

Sriairve, J., held that the objection was well founded, as the consent 
of the Attorney-General had not been obtained, whereas the proceeding 
should have been by information in his name.—CounsEL, Graham Hastings, 
Q.C., and Bardswell ; Buckley, QC., and F. Smith. Soxtcrrons, Jaques § 
Co., for Layton & Steel, Liverpool; Wynne, Holme, § Wynne, for Simpson § 
North, Liverpool. 








CASES AFFECTING SULICITORS. 
Ex parte PHILLIPS, Re WATSON—C. A. No. 1, June 8. 


Sotrcrror—TaxaTIoN oF Costs—SERVICES WHILST NO PersonaL REPRE- 
SENTATIVE ExisTED, BUT BengriciaL To Estars. 


This was an appeal by Mr. Watson, a solicitor, mst an order of the 
Divisional Court (Lord Coleridge, 0.J., and A. L. Smith, J ), for a review 
of the taxation of his bill of costs, reported 35 W. R. 290, 18 Q. B. D. 
116. On May 12, 1877, Harriett Cross died leaving a will, but the 
executor named therein renounced probate. On September 3, 1878, 
letters of administration with the will annexed were nted to Ann 
Phillips and Catherine Noyes, the sisters of the di Ann Philli 
died September 14, 1879, and Catherine Noyes died December 12, 1879. 
After their deaths a man named Easton, who had married the daughter of 
Ann Phillips, intermeddled with the estate, and instructed Mr. Watson, 
who had previously acted for the estate, to perform further services as 
a solicitor with respect to the administration of the estate These 
services were performed by Mr. Watson, and were for the benefit of the 
estate, and he continued to act until June, 1882, when he received notice 
from one Robert Phillips revoking his authority. On A 17, 1882, letters 
of administration de bonis non were ted to Ro’ Phillips. In 
January, 1886, he obtained an order for the delivery of Mr. Wateon’s bill of 
costs against the estate, and upon taxation the master allowed and taxed 
the items in of the work done between December 12, 1879, when 
Catherine Noyes died, and August 17, 1882, when Robert ee became 
administrator. Field,’J., refused, on appeal, to direct a review of taxation, 
but the Divisional Court directed the taxation to be reviewed; holding that, 
in order to make the estate of a deceased person liable for services 
rendered while there is no personal representative, it must be shewn 
that they were rendered under a contract with someone authorized to 
bind the estate. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., Livptey and Lorzs, L.JJ.) affirmed 
the decision of the Divisional Court, and dismissed the a They 
said that although Mr. Watson’s services had been to the estate 
he could not recover costs from the administrator in respect of those 
services. If he had acted as a volunteer, the administrator could have 
subsequently ratified his action, but he had acted under the instructions 
of Easton, who had no authority whatever to act for the estate, and there 
was, therefore, nothing for the administrator to ratify.—Oounsst, H. D. 
Greene, Q.0., and Parker ; Bigham, Q.0., and Dickens. Soxzcrrons, 7. 2B. 
. Watson ; Smiles, Binyon, ¢ Ollard, for Poge, Hay. 
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LONDON MEETING. 
Papers AND Discussion. 
On Tuesday morning the members of the Society met at the Freemasons’ 
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one of the leading solicitors 
rogress towards the accom 


Tavern, Great Queen Street, for the reading and discussion of papers, the | P 


Presipent taking the chair. Considerably over 1,000 gentlemen were 
present at the morning sitting. 

The Present said : Before beginning business I desire to say how much 
the council of this society feel the pleasure of your visit to us here in 
London. As I havealready said we have been so often entertained by you in 


plishmen 
people think desirable, but which no one has 
means of accomplishing b 
to those who assert that a 
effected but for the interested 


the country, that we are delighted to have the opportunity of a return visit ; all, 


from our country friends, 


Tue Vicz-Presmpent’s Appress. 


The Vice-Presipent (Mr. Henry Markby) read an address in which he 
said: Speaking to the members of our society who are now present, there 
is one Bill of first importance which is now before Parliament to which 
some allusion is necessary. I refer to the Bill entituled, “An Act to farther | y 
simplify titles and facilitate the transfer of land in land and Wales.” 
Its object is stated to be an attempt to settle and carry further the legisla- 
tion which is associated with the name of Earl Cairns, to whose ability and 
profound knowledge of the law the Land Transfer Act of 1875, the Con- 
veyancing Act of 1881, and the Settled Land Act of 1882 are mainly due. 
The Bill eae em that registration should eventually become compulsory 
and universal. Its provisions in this respect are to come into operation upon 
death, or as and when it may be wished to effect a sale or transfer of land 
in any district declared by Order in Council to be subject to its operation. 
In this gradual adaptation of the principles of registration of titles to real 

perty the Bill follows, to some extent, a suggestion made many years since 
Cote eminent member of the council of our society, whose views were set 
forth in a paper read in May, 1852, befoye the Society for Promoting the 
Amendment of the Law, and printed by that society. I refer to the late 
Mr, W. Strickland Cookson, who was, I believe, throughout his life a con- 
sistent advocate of registration. In May, 1853, a Bill to provide for the 
registration of assurances was read a second time in the House of Commons 
and referred to a Select Committee. Before that Committee the views of 
Mr. Cookson were supported by the evidence of himself, the late Mr. John 
Bullar, the well-known parliamentary draughtsman, the late Mr. E.W. Field, 
and Mr. W. Williams, of whose aid in theirdeliberations the council still retain 
the benefit. Mr. Bullar submitted for the consideration of the Committee a 
plan prepared in concert with the above-named gentlemen for the registration 
of legal ownership in land, which received the approval of the Committee, as 
affording a mbans of facilitating the transfer of land, combined with great 
simplicity and security of title; and the Committee concluded their Report 
by recommending that the Bill for the registration of assurances should not 
proceed, but that a Commission should be appointed, and that a Bill adopting 
the scheme eo suggested should be brought into Parliament in the then ensui 
session. In 1854 a Royal Commission was issued, which, after sam me 
enquiry, reported that “ all owners or proprietors of land who have the right 
of possessing or the power of disposing of it in fee simple should be at liberty 
to apply for the registration of ownership thereof, so such ownership, or 
the title to the land, which is the subject of the same, may thencef be 
manifested by the Register alone.’ This was substantially an adoption of 
Mr. Cookson’s plan, who proposed to make a record only of the transfers of 
the legal estate and to keep the details of trusts and incumbrances off the 
Register. He also proposed to adapt the system of restraining transfers of 
stock by distringas to restraining the transfer of land, the intention being 
that on and after a day to be named, ‘‘ Where any dealing with land takes 
place by a person entitled to or having power over the whole fee-simple, a 
transfer shall be executed, conveying the whole fee-simple to one or more 
persons absolutely. ‘That such transfer shall be on parchment in origi 
and duplicate, in a simple printed form, and shall express the true idera- 
tion and shall transfer the property described in the schedule to the pur- 
chaser, or mortgagee, or trustee, who shall thereupon become the registered 
owner. That both parties shall sign the instruments, in order that the 
signature of the purchaser may be on the ay oe as a check on any future 
transfer by him. That both parts shall be lodged at the Transfer O: 
and compared with each other there: and that the duplicate shall be 
and entered in the index, and the original returned, stamped as 
to the registered owner or the original may be filed and the dupli 
turned, That it shall be competent;for, if not obligatory on, parties to add a 
map to the schedule, for better describing the lands. That the validity of 
the title of the first registered owner shall depend, as it does now, on the 
validity of the title of the party making the transfer, so that the re- 
gistered owner must investigate the title—the legal and equitable title—as 
he does now. That when the first registered owner shall afterwards sell 
another, say at the end of ten or twenty years, the purchaser will see 
the register the evidence of the title for the ten or twenty years, and 
that time he will require no other evidence of ownership than the register ;’ 
which would, “ when, under this system, land should have been transferred 
for fifty or sixty years, be a sufficient title.” Mr. Cookson also pointed out 
that “ Under this system equitable mortgages may be with facility 
and dispatch. An equitable mortgagee may obtain a distringas if he holds a 
simple undertaking of the owner to grant a mortgage when required.”’ And 
added that ‘Provision must be made for devises, where the whole 
ownership is not devised to one or more persons, either beneficially 
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[After dealing with the history of ry ey ion on 
t reign, the Vice President said that] at a date 
the commencement of the present reign—a fow months 
accession of her Majesty—there was held for the first time an 
which the council of our society took a ised part. Six- 
of the council of our society, together with certain officers of the 
to superintend the examinations, of which the first was 
our society in November, 1836, when 101 candidates 
f whom ninety immediately received certificates of fitness ; 
wing day, after further consideration, six more were — 
postponed, all of whom were re-examined one wee 
certificates, 
examination in equity of candidates secking to be 
icifors, and it was ordered that such examination 
House in the presence of one of the masters in 
worn clerks of the court, testimonials as to due 
been left with the secretary of the Incorporated 
same manner as was required previously to the 
_ The Equity examiners met at the House, 
didate who presented himself, and he received a 
will, I think, be admitted his enterprise fairly entitled 
hich were thus for the first time entrusted to the 
e been exercised with advantage to the profession 
the public we need not feel any doubt. Had it 
been so we should not have found, as we in fact do find, that these 
have been constantly increased by the Legislature, until our societ 
come to hold, with respect to legal education, the same powers in rega 
in regard to barristers by the Inns of Court. And 
been conferred, as I believe, because the council has 
been acting in harmony with the movement which was also set 
f her Majesty’s reign, and which has ever since 
: the endeavour to raise the standard of the legal 
profession in all its branches. In January, 1844, by an order of the Master 
Rolls, and in Easter Term, 1846, by an order of the judges of the 
Queen's Bench and other courts then sitting at Westminster, masters of 
certain number of attorneys and solicitors 
council of our society, to be elected 
the examiners of candidates seeking 
In 1845 the Charter of Incorporation, 
William the Fourth, was surrendered, 
hts of property in the funds of the 
that the same might thenceforth be 


purposes of our society in g essional 
facilitating the acquisition 1 ingad knowledge’ Ry these 
which had, in its origin, been 
upon our society, and which had been found to have 
was removed. In August, 1846, a 
which had been appointed 
England, made its report. The 
in none of the collegiate establish- 
study to the Universities were any 
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however elementary. ed; that i ither of the 
x ; in neither o 

Pa Universities of England (Onfor) or. Cambridge) were there more 

two for promoting the study of civil, the other for 

poaetting Sie cindy of English te ; that of these chairs one had 

discontinued on account of the paucity of students, and that the 

’ efficien’ better frequented, was still 

in the University of London efforts had been made to 

pe beg wants, but for the time only had their efforts proved successful ; 

although in the College of Haileybury such requirements had been 

were limited to students for India. he committee then 

it to be their opinion that there was in our schools and universities no 

of instruction sufficiently extensive either for the general or pro- 

_ whilst the Inns of Court had long since discontinued their 

and consequently, there was neither for barristers or 

education of a public kind worthy of the name. And 

particularly of our branch of the profession, the committee go 

the solicitor entered upon his professional duties “ ill entitled, 

of the qualities which sound and careful 
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direct and unquestionable proofs from all classes, 
not only of the necessity, but also of the 
“already commencements, with no small degree 
the establishment and operations . . . in 
respective law societies,” and they add that 
labourers are the voluntary, and no reform is 
ve, or permanent, as that which is the result of 
matured convictions of those directly concerned.” 
recommending, amongst other things: ‘‘That in pro- 
education of the solicitor, a stringent seven. 
of a sound general education having been gone 
a) iceship. That this examination 
acquirements of a so-called com. 
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the | thus carly acknowl have never been 
society were contin and considerable care was 


correction; on the contrary, ee received, during | for 





mercial education, a competent knowledge of at least Latin, geography, 

history, the elements of mathematics and ethics, and of one or more mod¢ 
” The efforts of oar society for the im t of education, 
The lectures of the 
upon the conduct 
of the examinations. But it was felt that further reforms were still neces- 
sary, and in the year 1860 a Bill for that purpose was introduced 
into Parliament, which was p under the direct instructions 
of the Councif. This Bill became law, and by its provisions our society 
were enabled to set on foot the Preliminary and Intermediate Examinations. 
This Act was passed during the presidency of Mr. Cookson, to whose 
ability and active interest in the well-being of the profession of which he 
was ah ornament I have already referred. In 1872 (it having long been felt 
that the endeavours to raise the standard of legul education for solicitors 
throughout the country would be more likely to be successful if our society 
wane eonaheh into somewhat more close connection with the societies 
established, and still in course of establishment, in the large towns of 
England), a supplemental charter was obtained, under which the members of 
the council were in in number, and power was given to elect extra- 
ordinary members from the presidents of any other law societies established 
at any place in the United Kingdom except the metropolis, with the like or 
kin purposes for which our society has been established. The number 
of such i members was limited to ten. The power thus given 
has since that date been constantly exercised, and has m found to be 
most useful for the purpose for which it was intended. Up to this time, 
however, our society had only a limited control over the examinations for 
admission into the ranks of our branch of thé profession. The islature 
had not, in the first instance, done more than enable the judges to depute to 
the council certain functions which they could at any time resume. But in 
1877 an Act which uf with, and was actively promoted by, our 
society became law. passing of this Act was mainly due to the 
experience, tact, and indomitable perseverance of Mr. Francis Thomas 
Bircham, con was vice-president in a and yy in cy — in a 
large degree by Mr. G. B. Gregory and Mr. . Burton. conferred 
upon our sotléty, subject to a right of appeal to the Master of the Rolls, 
the entire management of the imi , intermediate, and final examina- 
tions. Upon the passing of this Act, an Examination Committee (upon 
which some country sestallies always serve) was formed to inaugurate and 
superintend the working of its provisions, Assistant examiners were 
selected from practising members of the profession to assist in the conduct 
of the examinations, and in 1879 elementary classes for the benefit of 
articled clerks who had not passed their intermediate examination, which 
have since been continuously conducted by a London member of our branch 
of the profession with very ccnsiderable success, were established. On the 
28th of February, 1879, council instructed the Examination Committee 
to communicate with the various local societies in the country, with a view 
of ascertaining whether or not it would be practicable to establish local 
classes in country tewns of the same character as those which have been 
established by our society for the benefit of articled clerks who had not 
passed their intermediate examination, and accordingly a circular letter was 
addressed to those bodies. At the time the local ties did not see their 
way to the establishment of such classes, and the suggestion met with but 
little encouragement from any of the societies who ed to the letter 
of the Examination Committee, with the exception of the Liverpool Law 
Society, who considered that the establishment of local law classes would 
meet with ‘great approval and be strongly supported.” Such important 
towns as Birmingham, Liverpool, and Newcastle-on- have since seen 
their way to establish law classes in conjunction with our en and 
eon dk we ee ee ee, eerie 
assist, in some » by means a yearly grant. n 
honours examination has been established, at which candidates from the 
country have taken a full share of the prizes, for which provision has been 
made through the liberality of former members of the profession ; and these 
agencies for the furtherance of the main object of our Society are now in 
active ——. A have a shewn that no oo. ae 
has been uring present reign in promoting the education 
of candidates for admission upon the rolls of solicitors in England 
and Wales. Much remains {to be done in the same direction, and if 
the rye ane narrative calls attention to the importance of the question of 
legal education, and operates in some degree as an incentive to greater 
exertions on the part of the existing law societies, both in town and country, 
my will be fully answ and I shall more especially regard my 
attempt to do justice to the labours of the council of our society with satis- 
faction if the present reunion has the result of inducing a mach larger pro- 
ion of our professional brethren to enrol themselves as members of the 
Law Society than have hitherto seen fit so todo, Although 
during the last few years » considerable addition has been made to our 
number, yet our society does not include, as it should do, a large majority of 
the profession. If it did, its usefulness would be increased, and the objects 
which it was founded, and especially that of establishing a good system 

of legal education, would be insured. : 
pon which I shall venture to make any observations, 
and those very few and with very great diffidence, is one upon which there 
divergence inion—viz, , the ion of the two branches 
ion. The subject has been brought somewhat into prominence 
uently received the consideration of the Bar Com- 
i my province, nor do I presume to make any 
observations u the course, so as it has been made public, which that 
body has thought it advisable to adopt. ‘Ihe interests of the bar may very 
safely be left in their hands. I will only observe that at present they have 
not seen fit to take any active steps in the matter, and I cannot but think 
that our branch of the ession may well follow a like course, and more 
especially so because of late years the transit from one branch of the pro- 
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feasion to the other has been made, comparatively speaking, easy. 
But in saying that no active steps should be taken to disturb distiactions 
which at present exist, I do not intend to indicate that the matter is one 
which can with prudence be wholly disregarded. On the » it 
deserves our careful attention and constant watchfulness, Ultimately it will 
no doubt be determined, as such a question should be, i 

stances and the requirements of the public. That the present distinctions, 
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although they may be modified, will ever be entirely swept away, 1 donot} The Presmpenr read a 
believe. These distinctions are not arbitrary, accidental, or banal upon con- | duty of delivering the 
siderations which have no longer any effect. They are not peculiar to this | devolved th 


country, and even where they have been abolished by law they have a 
tendency to reappear. There is no country in Europe where all the functions 
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of a barrister and a solicitor are performed by one person. ay ae this meeting ; cok Lenape 
there is a line of separation drawn, although it is drawn ifferently | out of place in coming 
from our own, Generally on the continent of a. distinction A the form of an 


made between contentious and non-contentious business. For non-contentious 
business there is an officer who is called a notary, whose duty it i 
to prepare legal documents of every description for persons who are about 
to enter into a transaction which requires a writing of a formal kind. In 
Germany the contentious business is placed entirely in the hands of the 
advocate, who superintends it in its progress both in and out But 
in France this is not so, for in addition to the n and the advocate there 
is a third legal functionary called an avoué. avoue conducts the 
sctasl pecentare ot the Stet Seanad sqpcmiapioenes eames 
uties 0 y advising his clients and appearing 
is called in only when his services are required for carrying on the machinery 
of litigation. itis remarkable also that where there is a formal union between 
the functions of barrister and solicitor in litigious business there is very 
generally, if not always, a strong tendency 
Persons who possess the special qualities required by a 
are by no means invariably the best suited to advise as to the 
management of an intricate litigation, or upon the other manifold questions 
with which solicitors have day by day to deal, and vice versd. And it is this 
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or very nearly so, to appearing in court, while others very rarel, leave their | given to the Incorporated Law Society, 
own chambers. In Canada the professiona of barrister Valictiee: ane vinces. The time for action 
separate to the extent that there are two distinct rolle—a barristers’ roll and arrived; and unless it is in hand 
a solicitors’ roll—but the one individual usually appears on both rolls. Asa | Incorporated Law Society can never be 
solicitor he is the officer of the court, and under its control ; but, nevertheless, of the profession which it should be, and 

a separation of duties finds its place. In Toronto there is, or very recently | all the solicitors on the roll became members 
was, a firm of nine members, of whom four are Queen’s counsel; and it is in that the whole body of the profession 
that country a well-established practice in large firms for the senior partners council. Ths wanien af 

to devote themselves to court work exclusively, whilst the intermediate | from London practitioners, 






partners help the seniors and the juniors, and the juniors devote themselves 
exclusively to office work. In the United States of America, as is well 
known, the law makes no distinction of functions whatsoever. But here, 
in, the voluntary separation appears in a very decided manner. Partner- 

ps are formed with an express view to a division of work, so that one 
partner almost invariably appears in court, whilst another advises the clients 
of the firm and carries on the general business. In heavy causes suitors 
avail themselves of the special assistance of a qualified practitioner, ‘if 
conspicuous in some particular branch of the law, . . - outside of the 
office where the proceedings are initiated,” who is called in expressly for the 
—— of conducting the case in court. Still, if some separation of legal 
‘unctions will in all probability continue, there are not wanting indications 
that some change in the distribution of these functions may take place. 
This question must, as I have already said, be determined by the necessities 
and requirements of the public. But if we do our best to i the 
education and to uphold the dignity and honour of our branch of the profes- 
sion, we need not, I think, take alarm, and act as if we thought a 
such change must be injurious to our interests. If the change be one 
steadily progresses, it is probable that it will do so because publi 
lies in that, direction; and we must, whilst using vigi 
far as it comes within our province so to do, that progress, 
to it rather than oppose it. Indeed, there is one point 
the utmost Mercer ess ~ — 9 _— it is this. No 
are placed by the law (and rightly so, having regard to 
are confided to our care) under such strict supervision and 
solicitors ure; and if any of our functions are to Somes 
must insist that persons outside the ranks of our Le yaemes w i 
ee to take the work which is now confided to us shall be 

er a like supervision and control, and be subjected, in case of failure, 

like uences; and in this = we discharge 
general pu lic, by whom and in whose interests this question, 
must be determined. 

The Preswwent said that as there were other to be read which 
touched upon the same subject as the address, he w invite the mem 
present to postpone any discussion until they had been read. 

Mr, W1..1ams, as senior member of the council, moved that the thanks of 
the meeting be given to the Vice-President for the very admirable paper 
they had listened to. . 

Mr. Bexrxanp Wax (Sheffield) seconded the motion. He said that some 
of the subjects in the paper had also been touched upon the Master of the 
Rolls and the Lord Chancellor the other evening, had stated that 
the bench, the bar, and solicitors were three branches of one \° 

The motion having been carried with acclamation, 
The Vice-Prestpzyt briefly returned thanks. 
Next Year's Mzerine. 
The Presrpgnt said that at this period of the meeting it was usual to fix 
the place of meeting for the following year. 
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are brought before the court are applications for removing a practitioner 
; suspending his certificate. ‘They consist chiefly of cases 
where punishment follows as a matter of course, the delinquent having been 
either convicted of a criminal offence, or having been proved to have mis- 
i his client's money, or to have improperiy retained it, or to have 
been of other gross professional misconduct. The function now 
the court, at considerable cost to the society, could well be 

by the council alone, subject of course, to the practitioner affected 
having the right to appeal to the court within a prescribed time, against the 
decision of the whet 6 A suggestion to this effect was made by Mr. Lowndes, at 
in the year 1885, and he proposed that the council should apply 

a “ charter, and should ask for the same powers to remove members 
from the roll for misconduct which the bar have of disbarring, subject to an 
to the jadges.” Such a measure appears to be a necessary develop- 
of the functions which have, from time to time, been entrusted to the 
iety, all of which have been exercised with the strictest justice and impar- 
and the time seems to have arrived when the jurisdiction and 
the society over solicitors should be completed, by investing 
additional jurisdiction. The third and last suggestion which 
to eis this. Only those who have served upon the Discipline 
referred to, can conceive the number of complaints which are 
a certain class of solicitors, who are on the rolls, allow unqualified 
(usually clerks who have had experience in the office of a solicitor) 
ice in their name, on a division of profit or some other arrangement, 
which the delinquent solicitor is interested. Many cases occur where the 
to have offices at various places, where the business is conducted 
and carried on by a clerk in ~~ name, the solicitor only visiting these offices 
purpose of keeping up appearances. These irregular practi- 
tioners are real pests to the public and to the profession. They tout for business 
in ce fore a direction, ially in accident and such like cases. ‘They agree to 
do the upon terms of “‘no cure, no pay,” taking one-half the pro- 
of the verdict or settlement as the price of their services. They 
the poor client from time to time for advances on account, and in 
result they get hold of the amount of the verdict, or compromise and 
greater part of the proceeds, and then comes the complaint of the 
to the law society. There is great difficulty in bringing about 
of delinquent solicitors of this class, inasmuch as his guilt can 
proved out of his own mouth, or the mouth of his so-called clerk, 
yery seldom able to get at sufficient facts to make out a primd 
an application to the court—but if we do succeed ia making 
after going to the expense of preparing affidavits, and briefing 
the court upon being satisfied that a primd facie case has been made 
ers it the master to consider and report, and then the solicitor is 
examined. Then, and not till then, comes the pinching 
he be actually guilty of irregularity, he must either commit flat 
‘and he is seldom prepared for this) or be convicted out of his own 
f He at salary he pays the so-called clerk, or how 
‘otherwise he is remunerated; who pays the rent of the offices where the 
catried on, and who pays the office expenses, and he is subjected 

to asearching examination, with a view to establish the fact, that although 
nominally he is conducting the business carried on in his name, it is really 
carried on by the clerk, who is actually practising in the name of the delin- 
quent solicitor. It would very much facilitate the getting at the facts in 
cases of this nature if the council were empowered at the outset to examine 
the suspected solicitor on oath, without going to the expense of applying to 
éourt, and then having the case referred to the master ; and it is believed 
if the council had summary power in cases of this nature, it would go 
on Serta ten the objectionable practice referred to, if not entirely to 
it. course, the suggestions thus made would involve going to 
Parliament for extended powers, having first obtained the views of the 
with respect to the proposals made; but the question of going to 

is a minor consideration when contrasted with the very great 
benefits which would be derived by efficient legislation in the direction 
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Mr. Joux Howrer (London) read the following paper on this sub- 
:—The Bill ‘‘ to farther simplify Titles and facilitate the Transfer of 
”? which has been brought into the House of Lords by 
, is so great an advance on every scheme for im- 


een ae ee of Teal which has been Jaid sete before 
that it deserves 8 
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discussion and consideration at this meet- 
@ prominent place in the vice- 


, the other to alterations in the law of 

to the Bill states that ite object 

| bain prgrabpes carry further the legislation effected by the Land 
Act, but the registration proposed by the Bill differs essentiall 

the Act in most important particulars. Indeed, 

absolute, qualified, and possessory titles 

to me that the names are 

the scheme to established by the Bill will 

Under the Act of 1875, as well as 
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to exclude, by equally strict proof, the ibility of anyone other than 
the applicant having any interest in the fand. The expenditure of time, 
and labour, and money ROE to prove a title for forty or sixty years in 
this way was enormous. e several instances quoted in the report of 
Mr. Osborne Morgan’s Committee were, so far as my information goes, 
not exceptional, but only average cases ; and although this elaborate and 
exhaustive inquiry into each title was no doubt absolutely necessary so 
long as the effect of a certificate of the registrar was to bar the claims of 
everyone to the registered land, the immense difficulty of proving to 
demonstration every fact and every document required to support a title, 
with its accompanying cost and delay, unquestionably prevented recourse 
being had to the registry. But the difficulties did not cease after a title 
was once registered. On each subsequent dealing with the land registered 
with an absolute title the formalities required were far greater than with un- 
registered land. Deeds had to be printed ; every signature to a deed had to be 
proved by a statutory declaration. In the case of death of an.owner, a de- 
visee under his will could not be registered until he had served notice of his 
application on the heir-at-law, or obtained his consent, and a fresh ad valorem 
fee had to be paid on substituting the name of devisee or heir for deceased 
owner. In one case in which I was concerned I had to go to the Master of 
the Rolls for an order before the registrar would register the title of a pur- 
chaser from a first mo selling under his statutory power, because 
I could not procure the consent of subsequentincumbrancers. In another 
case a client of mine bought a house and garden, one number on the 
register, and then bought an adjoining strip of land, being another 
number on the register, to enlarge his house; and on the transfer the 
registrar refused to amalgamate the two numbers, but obliged us to go on 
with two separate titles, and two certificates, involving double fees and 
trouble in every future dealing with the house. On a: purchase by 
myself of land, the title to which was on the register, after the transfer 
to myself had been proved with all due formalities, I was required, before 
I got my certificate of title, to prove, by production of certificate of 
marriage, that I was not married before 1834. I subsequently made two 
small further purchases of adjoining land, and on each occasion had to 
produce the marriage certificate, to exclude the risk of my leaving a wife 
who could claim dower under the law repealed fifty years ago. The re- 
sult of this particularity and want of elasticity not only deterred people 
from putting their titles on to the register, but induced them to take 
them off. The total number of original registrations under the Act of 
1862 was 411, and as many as 170 titles have been taken off after being 
puton. The titles have been increased in number by sub-division of the 
original registration, so that these numbers do not imply that 17-40ths, 
nearly one-half of the titles, have been taken off the register ; but they 
do show that registration, as hitherto worked, has been very unpopular. 

With this experience of the past itis not surprising that those who 
desire to make registration compulsory should propound a new scheme for 
the future, and this, it seems to me, the Lord Chancellor does, although 
his Bill retains old names. In the first place, as registration is to be 
compulsory, everyone applying for it will naturally apply for what costs 
least money and time—viz., a ssory title. This may be obtained 
under the Act and existing rules by the applicant (or one of them, if 
more than one) ‘and his solicitor making a declaration verifying the 
description of the. land, and stating that, to the best of their belief, the 
applicant has a good title, and that possession or receipt of rents is in 
accordance with the title, and that.if some one document, produced with 
the application, is marked by the registrar, the fact of registration of the 
title cannot be concealed from any other m dealing with the land. 
When the registrar is satisfied with the d tion and the description, 
and that the registration cannot be concealed, ‘‘ he shall register the 
applicant with a possessory title.’’ Under the Bill this possessory title 
can be made absolute by the applicant stating on affidavit, with par- 
ticulars to be prescribed, that he — made due vane into the title, that 
he is not aware of any question affecting it, and that the confirmation of 
it will not prejudice any interest of any other person in the land. Oer- 
tain notices are then to be given locally and by advertisements, and to be 
repeated for five years. If no adverse claim is made during the five 
years, the applicant's ry title may be confirmed by the registrar, 
and become an absolute title. Thus it will be seen that, instead of an 
applicant for an absolute title having to produce strict proof of his title 
for forty years preceding his application, and equally strict proof to 

tive the —— of every other possible claimant, of these proofs 
one by the officials, in future he will have to produce only 
some one document for the p of its being marked, so as to insure 
subsequent dealers with the property having notice that the title is 
registered, and his title may be made absolute without any investigation 
whatever by officials on the evidence of the applicant himself and his 
solicitor, if no adverse claim is put in after five years’ advertising. The 
pendulum could hardly swing further from one side to the other—from 
excessive precautions to prevent bes gical registration to excessive 
anxiety to facilitate registration from all comers. , 

The absolute title under the Act, when obtained, differs almost as 
much from the absolute title under the Bill as the two modes of obtain- 
ing it differ. Under the Act the “first registration of any person as 
proprietor of freehold land with an absolute title shall vest in the person 
80 tered an estate in fee ane in such land, together with all rights, 
pri es, and appurtenances be onging or *p urtenant thereto’’ (subject 
to incumbrances and to unregistered equities as therein mentioned), 
** free from all estates and interests whateoever.”’ This conferred on the 

rietor what is usually known as an indefeasible title. But under the 
Bit a certificate of absolute title is not intended to protect the first 
registered owner from any claims, for by section 10, sub-section 5, it is to 
be enacted that ‘‘ If by reason of the confirmation under this section” 
(which enables the enlargement of possessory into absolute titles) ‘‘ of the 
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title of the proprietors of any land, any person is ved of any estate, | cause a hopeless block when transfers have to be registered at the rate 
right, or interest in the land, the proprietor, his executors, and | hundreds a day. The Bill very wisely leaves a large of 
inistrators shall be liable to pay com for the same, in like | machinery to be established by rules, but this makes it of the utmost 


manner as for an injury to the property of that * And by section 
16, sub-section 1, ‘*‘ Where a person satisfies the Court that he has 
been deprived of any registered land by any or fraud, or by any 
error of the Land Transfer Board or any of its o the court may 
either order compensation to that person out of the insurance fund, or 
order that the land shall be restored to him, and that the person losing 
the land .shall receive compensation out of the insurance fund” to be 
established under the Bill, The result is that a person with a certificate 
of an absolute title may, if he is first registered owner, have to pay com- 
pensation to a former dispossessed proprietor (apparently without in- 
demnity from the insurance fund) ; or, if he is a purchaser from a prior 
registered owner, he may have to fight for his title in court, and if beaten 
have to give up his land and take money compensation from the in- 
surance fund. In fact, the Bill practically admits what was pointed out 
both in the statement on the land laws published by the council of this 
society, and in the paper on land transfer published by order of the Bar 
Committee, that it is possible that in dealings with with a 
registered indefeasible title, some person might by fraud or by error get 
himself put on the register as a transferee, devisee, or heir of the first 
proprietor, and immediately sell and confer an indefeasible title on a 
et. In this case, either the rightful owner from whose name the 

d had been wrongfully transferred in the register, or else the innocent 
purchaser must give up the land, and the indefeasible title will be 
defeated as to one or the other. The existing register has been so little 
used that so far as I know we have had no example of frauds or errors as 
yet, but the statement quoted by the Bar Co ttee in their paper, that 
the losses by the Bank of England through fraudulent transfers of stock 
for a period of ten years averaged £40,000 per annum, shew that the 
possibility of the creation by fraud of error of two absolute titles to the 
same land at the same time in two pire! innocent holders cannot be 
ignored. Within my own experience in Ireland the Crown actually sold 
to a purchaser, and conveyed to him fora valuable consideration, land to 
which another person, a client of mine, had a prior indefeasible title 
under the Incumbered Estates Court. 

The Bill, as I have just shewn, practically abandons the attempt to 
confer an absolute title, and it would be an improvement if, in this 
respect, the wording of it were made to correspond with the fact, and an 
alteration suggested by a committee of our council to the Lord Chancellor 
adopted, by which the principle of a guaranteed title should be sub- 
stituted in name for an absolute title; and it were enacted that every 
person who gives the Land Transfer Board the information and evidence 
which they may prescribe as sufficient should have a guaranteed title, 
with a right to be indemnified out of the insurance fund in the event of 
anyone other than the guaranteed owner successfully maintain his 
right to the property or to any interest in it. To effect this it would be 
necessary only to alter section 10, sub-section 5, and section 16, so as to 
provide that in case of a claim prior in title to a registered owner being 
established, the court should order the re-transfer of the land to the 
rightful owner, and order indemnity to the registered owner out of the 
insurance Lo + If wy ee | of the Bill think Dre poor gg must 
remain unaltered, an at a registered proprietor an repre- 
sentatives ought not to be protected against of oi claims discovered after 
registration, they surely ought not to exact an insurance Pe sage Sim 
first registration. If the guarantee principle, pure and ple, were 
adopted, registration of title would be conducted as the ordinary business 
of an insurance company, with, of course, the inevitable disadvantage to 
the public that as the board would have a monopoly there would be no 
competition to compel them to keep up to the mark, but the board would 
soon ascertain by experience what evidence was sufficient, and what 
vee of insurance should be charged. The rules prescribing the evi- 

ence to be furnished by applicants, and fixing the premium to be = 
for insurance, could be altered from time to time to meet the result of the 
experience gained, and, under able management, the business of first 
registration of title might be conducted with the minimum of friction and 
expense, and the maximum of security. 

ut the instances I have quoted above of the requirements of the regis- 

trar under the Acts in cases of dealings with land subsequent to first 
registration, shew that the difficulties do not end when the title is on the 
register. The Bill contains no new provisions as to registration of 
transfers, but the regulations now in force as to this branch of the 
business will have to be altered as much as the requirements on first 
registration are proposed to be altered, or they will break down under the 
weight of business. It is impossible to predict with any certainty the 
amount of business likely to pass through any office, but 
assuming the London district to be conterminous with the metropolitan 
police district, which extends fifteen miles from Charing-cross, and which 
contais no part of any district registry of the ~~ ae following facts 
may help us to a conclusion as to what will have to 
county of Middlesex is equal to about two-fifths in area of this district, The 
documents registered in Middlesex have been as many as 40,000 in a year. 
They are documents relating almost exclusively to freeholds, and leaseholds 
with more than twenty-one years to run, and so are the same class of 
documents as will have to be entered in the new register. If deal 
with land in the same proportion take place in the City of London, and 
the metropolitan of Surrey, Kent, and Essex, as in Middlesex, this 
would give 100,000 dealings per annum independent of first registrations. 
The entire number of registrations in the Land Registry in the twenty-five 
years of its career would not equal a month’s work in the new for 
the London district alone ; and the rules which worked without meme 4 
when the documents to be were one or two ina 
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should include the members of the Land Registry Board, and also repre- 
sentatives of the bar and th 
interval of time should ny bet 
a land transfer district by Order in Council and the day to be specified in 
the order on and after which registration is to be rgpen oven For 
it the mockineny is See Same BO Sot Se eee , the 
ingenuity of mankind may safely be trusted to 

with land outside the , and the complications of title ensuing on 
such an attempt will be worse than ever. 

Having thus far explained the facilities for obtaining ‘ 
under the Bill as compared with 
and the difference in the position of a registered owner with an absolute 
title under the two systems, I wish to point out the inquiries 
still have to be made by a purchaser from an hon. wren 
absolute title before he can be safe. 

(1) In consequence of the Settled Land Act, ~4 of the new 
vesting trust estates in trustees under the Conv >yan.° 
necessary in many to notice trusts on the egister; and 

will enact that purchasers from trustees are not to be 

by this notice, a purchaser will have to look 
the sale is in accordance with the powers of t.. ; 
have to ascertain that the conditions of sale w der which 
such asa trustee may use are ot, 
Flood (33 W. R. 315, 28 Ch. D. 586) shews that eee 
have a good title against the cestwis 
take the precaution of paying his 
person, or to a banking account in their joint names as prescribed 
the case of Bellamy v. Board of Works (31 W. 
. (2) The pegiatey ses no protection against succession duty. Unless 
the Legislature repeal so much of section 
Act as makes the duty a charge pisgeagll ne se 

ms claiming under the successor, no 
Come ts pay succession duty due from other on past successiona, 
without examining the title since 1653, end aethag that on cvaty Govelnlal 
ot 3) Until - tal register poy nnd ry rent &e., is estab- 

(3) Until a cen ren’ » Cn, 

Oios ant drthans ter tcianoeninaall bite tie Land Coma Office 
ce an where for ia: ren’ 

for judgments, at the Earelment Of 

Office for bankru: and so on; and to take his risk of rent 

under the cul . 


is now being promoted by the council. 
(4) To have boundaries guaranteed on the will take ne 
with notices in the meantime to mig Ie pny hy: vip chjek 
urt, 


person applying to the Land er 

to the proposed boundaries is to have his costs paid by the registered 

inguiri bt. “a? oe right, tne registered rok will 
es an owner 

era te conndanete him celal is aun Meena ies Oat of tae Ina 

fund. I do net eupgtes ee te ere oe 

boundaries on these conditions, where 


must make his own inquiries as to boundaries ; he will 
tain from some other source than the 
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charges for land tax and tithe, whether the public or adjoining 
Coeees Ra Oey easements over the land, and the Sulee of the tenancies 
when let. 

(5) If the subject-matter of the is leasehold, purchaser 


must ascertain by inquiries and 
covenants 
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cured in time, aud the cuggestions for alterations in the scheme are made 
solely with the object of promoting the objects of the Bill—viz., to 
simplify titles and facilitate the transfer of land. 

As to that part of the Bill which deals with reforms of real property 
law, it is certainly startling to see the proposals made by a Lord Chan- 
cellor in a Conservative Ministry, and approved by the House of Lords 
with scarcely a dissentient voice; but for myself I hope to see them 
extended. Clauses 6, 30, 31, and 32 vest real estate on death of its 
owner in his personal representative, and provide that on intestacy 
it shall descend as personalty, except that it gives a surviving 
husband or wife, in case of intestacy, a life interest in the whole, instead 
of giving « husband the whole and a wife one-third or one-half, as 
the case may be, as is now the rule in personalty. This is an im- 
portant step in the direction of assimilating the law of real and per- 
sonal estate ; but it seems to me to be a mistake to create a fresh dis- 
tinction between them by giving a surviving husband and wife different 
interests in the two classes of property, as, unless the beneficial interest 
in the two classes of property devolves in the same way in all cases, the 
pomp] now arising in administrations as to the order in which the two 

of are to be applied in payment of debts will continue to 
arise. Clauses 33 and 34 prohibit the creation of estates tail in future, 
and enact that the estate of any tenant in tail capable of barring his 
estate without the consent of any other person shall be barred by the 
statute without the necessity of a deed. This appears to me a half-hearted 
reform. The only justification for interfering with estates tail is that, in 
the opinion of the lature, they are against public policy. If they 
are so, the sooner they are put an end to without injustice to individuals 
the better. The protector of a settlement has no interest which can be 
affected by a statutory disentaiiment without his consent. No subsequent 
tenant in tail can have formed any expectations on which he can justifi- 
ably rely on the promise of a protector to refuse his consent to a disentail- 
ing by a prior tenant in tai), and if entails are to be put an end to the 
clauses should be amended so as to enact that the estate tail of every 
tenant in tail who, on the passing of the Act, is, or subsequently becomes, 
of full age, and is of sound mind, shall be enlarged into an estate in fee 
simple without prejudice to any prior estates, or the powers attached to 
them. This alteration would put an end to nearly all entails in twenty- 
one years ; the clauses in the Bill will not put an end to them for another 
generation. Clause 35 enables capital money to be applied in redeeming 


tent es created to raise money for effecting any improvements 
autho: by the Settled Land Act. The council had previously pro- 
moted a fer this object. Clause 20 enacts that a mortgage to 


secure further advances up to an amount named shall have priority 
for the full amount named over advances by other lenders, thus re- 
somes. te law as laid down in the case of Rolt vy. Hopkinson. The 
of tacking and consolidation of mortgages, evolved by the court 
out of the apparently innocent maxim that he who seeks equity must do 
equity, have proved very inconvenient, and frequcntly,have worked great 
injustice to innocent persons ; and now that it is proposed to amend the 
law eons to mortgages given to secure further advances, I hope to see 
these two doctrines also repealed, for I think this would greatly facilitate 
mortgage transactions, 2s each separate mortgage would then be, as it 
ought to be, a te transaction. To this part of the Bill the council 
have suggested clauses should be added to repeal the Statute of Quia 
Emptores, so as to enable grants in fee to be made reserving rents, as a 
substitute for building leases, against which there is such a strong feeling 
at present. I think that the repeal should extend to the statutes of 
Elizabeth fraudulent conveyances, so as to put voluntary gifts of 
real estate in the same position as personal estate, liable only to be set 
aside in the event of bankruptcy. e are promised a consolidation of the 
law of real property when the present Bill has passed. Before such a 
attempted time and money will be well spent in issuing 
similar to that of 1828, to thoroughly investigate 
the laws bo real rty, cotup seremnend, such alterations as may be 
required on a foo! suitable to the present time in exchange 
for the feudal t basis on which they have rested since the Norman conquen. 
a commission is issued, and the commissioners follow the pre- 
cedent of 1828 and apply to members of the legal profession practically 
with the law of real peoeeey for information and assistance, 
abundantly clear from the published statement of this council on 
the land laws, and from the oe al entitled ‘‘ Land Transfer ’’ published 
the Bar Committee, to which two documents I am indebted_for many 
the materials for this paper, that no antiquated prejudices on the part 
the practitioners educated under the old system will prevent their 
assistance in their power to establish a new one. Whether 
oats os bow 4 t —< plan pre to’ create a new 
em g for anot of 800 years we must leave 
rap remote descendants to decide. — 
P.8.—This was in — before the proposed amendments to the 
_ Bill were published. The Bill now contains clauses to provide for regis- 
succession duty as an incumbrance; but it appears to me 
doubtful whether the difficulty suggested in the paper can be effectually 
cured except by altering section 42 of the Succession Duty Act. The refer- 
ences the paper are to the clauses as numbered in the first 
draft of the 


Mr. C. Fonp (London) said that at the last general meeting he had placed 
notice on the Lay ae suggesting that the time had come when these miser- 
able the court in regard to removing the names of solicitors 
feom the roll should be put an end to. It was most injurious to the profes- 
stom that they should be re hout the length and breadth of the 
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land by the . He could not see why they should not, in the first 
be dealt with by the council, with an appeal to a judge in chambers. 
of the council, that it was a great 


suggest, for the conwideration 
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grievance that unqualified 


tion the societ entered into with regard to the law stationers. 
asked that the society should consider it, so that a clause might be inserted 
on the occasion of any legislation, to provide that none. but qualified practi- 
tioners should be allowed to practise in any court. They must recollect, 
with regard to consolidation, that there were thirty-five country law societies, 
and they must not expect that every country solicitor could be expected to 
join this society. There should be a system of affiliating the country law 
societies to the London society. 

Mr. Munrton (London) thought Sera which had been read were very ex- 
cellent ones. Of course the papers by the president and vice-president 
would naturally command attention, not only within but also without the 
society, and it was highly important that it should go forth that their views 
on the important topics on which they had touched carried the support of the 
society. As regarded the registration of titles of land, which been sug- 
gested by the vice-president, there was no sort of doubt that every member of 
the profession that in the abstract some such thing was desirable. 
But the main question was: Is it possible to have such a scheme as would be 
workable ? And when they had evidence that such a scheme was practicable, 
the public might well consider the views expressed by them. It had been 
said that solicitors were interested in preventing reforms of this character, 
but he believed the time had come when the intelligent public had come to 
the conclusion that solicitors of all others were most anxious that reforms of 
this kind should take place. He thought it was also admitted that this 
society was extremely anxious to do all it could to facilitate measures of this 
kind. With regard to the amalgamation of the profession, those who had 
dined at the Law Courts on Saturday evening would, he thought, endorse 
the views of the Attorney-General when he said that he hoped the time 
would never come that the two branches of the profession should be amalga- 
mated, and he (Mr. Munton) agreed that he had made a very good sugges- 
tion when he had said that the greatest facilities should be given for the 
transfer from one branch to the other, and there ought to be precisely the 
same facilities for going from the solicitor’s branch to the bar as there were 
for going from the bar to the solicitor branch of the profession. Unfortun- 
ately at present there was an arrangement of the benchers which prevented 
solicitors from going to the bar until they had been silent for one whole year 
after they had ceased to be solicitors. He trusted the council would be able 
to induce those in authority to pass a resolution to carry out the Attorney- 
General's view so that the most perfect facility should be given for gcing 
from one branch of the profession to the other. The solicitor should be at 
liberty to be struck off the rolls at his own request, and to at once pass the 
examination of the bar so as to be placed exactly in the same position as the 
barrister coming to the solicitor branch. Wii rd to the disciplinary 
powers of the council, the meeting generally would desire to give the council 
full power as to discipline. He hoped tho time would come when every 
member of the profession should be a member of the society, and that his 
respectability and position in the society should be to some extent known by 
the fact that he was a member of the Incorporated Law Society; and if all 
solicitors were bound to become members, the council, as the executive body, 
should have power to deal with many very important ‘questions which were 
arising every day between solicitors bot which could not be subject to court 
dealings, and which they would be extremely glad if the council could settle. 
The meeting could not have been commenced with three better papers than 
those they had heard read. 

Mr. Pennixaron (London) said the Land Bill was now before Parliament, 
and the council were in communication with the Lord Chancellor—in fact, 
some of them would see his lordship to-day. It seemed to him (Mr. 
Pennington) very unfortunate if they were to miss the opportunity which 
the occasion gave them of ascertaining from the country members of the 
society their views upon the matter. He would suggest that gentlemen in 
London should be so good—at any rate, while this subject was under 
discussion—as to give way to their country friends. They would be able to 
obtain from them probably an opinion of the greatest possible value which 
they would not have any other opportunity of getting. The only other 
matter which occurred to him was one which he would not have mentioned 
but that he was treasurer of the society, and, therefore, interested in the 
question alluded to by the vice-president, and, to some extent, by the 
president —that was the increase in the number of members of the society. 
Of course, it was a very important matter. It was a matter of finance, and 
the fact was that the number of articled clerks had begun now to decrease. 
That was a matter, very = for congratulation ; but, of course, from the 
financial point of view it had another aspect, He looked at it from the 
financial aspect, as the council were uently told that they received a 
very large sum as a revenue from articled clerks. If their revenue from 
that source decreased, it was certain they must get a revenue from some 
other source. Therefore he would anxi im upon all the members 
the point that they should, to the utmost power, until some legisla- 
tion was arrived at which would enable them to act upon the lines 
suggested by the president—that all members should be kind enough to do 
whatever they could to i their bers, 

Mr. Metvitt. Guezw (Worthing) suggested that the Land Transfer Bill 
should be discussed first of all, and the other subjects be taken by them- 
selves, 

The Puxstpentr thought the suggestion a good one, and invited the 
country members to express their views with regard to the Land Transfer 
Bill. 


Mr. Beuxanp Waxe (Sheffield) said thot at the meeting at York last yeu a 
paper had been read by Mr. Barker, of Huddersfield, upon registration. It had 
ed forth expressions of approval from all present, but especially from 





Yorkshiremen, They had got now in Yorkshire an amended registration 
which worked to the very greatest benefit, With the test facility he 
could enter a caveat, if he was going to deal with property; when 
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he had dealt with the property he could require a memorial, and by the post 
he could send that document to Wakefi The whole ee BA nd a 


registration of deeds would supersede the Lord Chancellor’s Bill, but there 
seemed to be a tendency on both sides, Radical or Liberal, to go into some 
title registration. He wanted to impress it upon them that deed 

was post good in Yorkshire, and might be adopted throughout the kingdom 
as a prelude if they liked to title registraticn. 

Mr. Micuze (Bristol) said that what appeared to him to be a desirable 
feature, and one which ought to be an object of the council in addressing the 
Lord Chancellor, was the amalgamation of the Land Transfer Act of 1875 
with the proposed Land Transfer Bill of the present session. The Act of 
1875 had 100 sections, and innumerable sub-sections, and a set of rules. 
The proposed Land Transfer Bill would have unknown numbers of statutory 
rules, and there would practically be four documents to refer to in working 
it. This would make it very vexatious and troublesome, and would lead to 
delay and to an enormous amount of litigation, and to very bad results 


indeed. 

The Presipent said that the following passage occurred in the council’s 
report, which had been sent to the Lord Chancellor :—“The Bill, however, 
is only supplemental to the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and it is absolutely 
necessary that before the system can be properly worked there should be a 
consolidation of the two statutes, so as to remove the unavoidable confusion 
inherent in an attempt to graft a system of compulsory registration upon 
one which was merely optional.” 

Mr. Joun Lewis (Wrexham) suggested that the report should be read. 

The Presipent: I am afraid there is an objection to that. The council 
have received the views of all the country law societies upon the entire Bill, 
and in framing the report they had had regard to all the important sug- 
gestions received. After we have seen the Lord Chancellor upon the report, 
probably we shall be able to read it to the meeting, 

Mr. Foun asked if a copy of the report had been sent to the country law 
societies ? 

The Prasipent ; No ; to the Lord Chancellor only. 

Mr. Laxe (London) moved that, having regard to what the President had 
said, the discussion of the Land Transfer Bill be postponed until the 
following morning. 

Sir Tuos. Patwve (London) seconded the motion. He said they would be 
able to communicate the report to the mecting on the following day, and 
then it could be more advantageously discussed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


A History or Soricrrors anp Arrorneys. 


Mr. F. E. Sawven, F.S.A. (Brighton), read an excellent paper on this 
subject, suggesting the collection and publication of all records relating tc 
the profession, and sketching the heads of research and discussion. We 
hope hereafter to print this paper in fall. 





After the adjournment for lunch, 
Somz Comroetine Comments on Lewin vo. Witson (11 App. Cas, 639). 


Mr, Bernanp Waxz (Sheffield) read a paper on this subject in which, 
assuming for the time the position of judge, he humorously and carefully 
summed up to the audience as jurymen, the cases of Chinnery v. Evans 
(11 H. L. 115), Adaam v. The Earl of Sandwich (2 Q. B. D. 485), Harlock v, 
Ashberry ae Ch. D. 539), Newbould v. Smith (33 Ch. D. 127), and Lewin v. 
Wilson (1L App. Cas. 639), and concluded by submitting the following 
propositions: — 

1. That so long as Harlock v. Ashberry and Newbould v. Smith remain 
unreversed (I fear that Privy Council decisions on colonial cases do not 
override those of our appeal courts) no mortgagee is safe who does not 
call in his mortgages every twelve years. 

2. That legisiation is needed to reverse the decision in Harlock v. 
Ashberry at.4 in Newbould v. Smith, unless the latter be, as I hope it will, 
reversed by the House of Lords. 

3. That the finding of — by jadges —- the me Pn of a 
and the consequent summing up process gerous [¢.7., I urge it 
avy jury would find that Newbaula was the agent of Smith to pay 
Alderson interest. 


J 
4. That the law is now in confusion, because one court has decided that it 
is ** not the duty of a solicitor to receive money”’ [ Viney v. Chaplin (2 De 
G. & J. 468) and Bellamy v. Metropolitan Board of Works (24 Oh. D. 387)) and 
another court has decided that when a solicitor does repeatedly receive and 
y money, he does it as solicitor, and not eas agent [Newbould v. 
ith 


th}. 

5. That it is advisable, in the very frequent case of solicitors acting for 
both m r and mortgagee, and paying interest for the mortgagor, 
and recei it for the mortgagee, to create a clear agency by 
party giving notice to the other that the common solicitor is also 
common agent. 


Tux Incornvoraten Law Socigty anp Leoat Epvcatrion. 


Mr. Onantes Forp (London) read a paper on this ag, 2 in which, after 
referring to the obligation of the society in regard to education, and 
stating that, “out of £11,000, which must be applied to education purposes 
alone, we pay only £300 a year for what is called legal education, in the 
provinces ; and only a small percentage of articled clerks at such places 


attend these lectures,” and “that the socioty’s examinations, as — as 
, 


the extent of legal studies by articled clerks, are not satisfactory 
T have always contended that the office of examiners of our society (who are 


now, as I think, overpaid) should be thrown open to ie compet as 
in the case of the te mar and other seats of learsing;” an org 


int of numbers alone,” the lectures and classes provided by the society ix 
pamion © are's complete Says, SF Seen ay ee Elin ts none 
‘ollows : 

1. That in the opinion of this it is desirable to take steps to 
vide a fund with which to create a > fo. be. eolled the Viel 
Scholarship, with a view to the better enco t of legal study by 
articled clerks, and also asa memorial of the Ju the 
reign of Her Majesty Queen V: 

2. That the following be constituted a Committee (with power to add to 
their number) to act with the council of this society in carrying the fore- 
going resolution into effect: The’ presidents and secretaries, for the time 
being, of the several provincial law societies ; and 

3. That a sum of 500 guineas be at once contributed as a first donation by 
his J say Ad towards “re Mey Scholarship Fand.” 

The Presipent: Iam afraid we cannot allow resolati 
in the form of a recommendation to the council. hil ~ 

Mr, G. R. Dopp (London) seconded the motion. He said he was 
much in favour of increasing legal education. The 
to do what was asked, and were =. oo pen 
the purpose. The society had recei 
had not ex ae et Ln an 
cation. He was not quite prepared to follow Mr, Ford in all 
or anything like them, but he would as to 

Mr. H. Bramuey (Sheffield) said the difficulty in the case of scholarships 
was to — ae oer of the yo ope tery ap pep ey They 
began very ardently, but soon dropped off, and.at the third 
the interest had entirely subsided, It was difficult for an articled cant 
devote the necessary time to p for these sc and to read up 
for examinations and carry on office work. The also was for 
one man to carry off all the honours. The old which 
when he was an articled clerk—namely, that 
master as far as he could of his own profession—was the very best of systems. 

Mr. Howzxerr (Brighton) expressed himself in favour of articled clerks 

seal 


: 
i 


learning their profession , and not becoming mere bookworme, 
The clerk who was absor after scholarships and prizes was too 
often in the Library when he ought to be he 
thought too high « scale of education was to be deprecated. 

Mr. M’Letxan (Rochester) gave it as his opi that if prizes of 
value were offered it would have the effect of i 
were anxious to secure 


i not 
they could be com ~nduunenwme 


: 


to 
study, especially if the value of the prizes was very 

Mr, J. J, Counron (Lynn) said that, as far as his experience went, the most 
studious clerks were be abrige Eg npeo.sgneny 

Mr. Green (Worthing) sai it was not the men at the top who should be 
looked after principally. Wht Saag oval Se sto 0s pores Bh. sene 
were at the bottom. It wus take 


g 
B 


ectures was not greatly exaggerated, 

Mr. 8, Day (London) proposed as an amendment: ‘ That this meeting 
every confidence in the council of this society in promoting the education 
of students, and desires at this time to leave them wholly unfettered in the 
matter.” 


Mr. Forp said that was not an amendment. 
The Preswwent: I rule that it is. 

es he A. Rosg (London) said that if Mr. og BoP 
one, he must say, from many years’ experience 

wos the feat peodical seaitetien bel hed our Savest. e (Mr. 
Rose) had the most absolute confidence in the He did not believe 


fectly appalling, and how were these to be understood unless by a proper 
system of lectures and examinations ? . 

The amendment was carried. 

The Presipent was proceeding to put the amendment as a substantive 
resolution, but 

Mr. Foxp asked i 





medical profession. He would have solicitor compulsorily a licentiate 
of the society without its being him to pay any 
Thrvo years afterwards ho should be at liberty to become member he 
and ten years after membership he be entitled to be a 
iw. Membership would with it the present privileges, and a sub- 
seligion woatt he Ete ease now. The tendency would be that 
the tiates not like to be in the third class and they would become 
mem) and the would thus touch of the whole of the profes- 
sion. The society would then be able to the discipline of the 
sion, and an: would come with much greater weight from the 
ge ot (Gailual) thocght the peoviecil eoltanans x 
. Osnorn (Shifnal provincial solicitors derive great 
ths eouiety,. ‘Digens of the sapeet Ganguel is Mas uaa oie | a 
wen not axtlcient Bor dbey dtl tos git Us Sie <udeiae the least. 
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idea of the work done. A solicitor, as soon as he had passed his examination’ 
at once lost touch of the society. 

Mr. Guzen moved ‘‘ That the council be requested to consider whether the 
whole profession can be brought into union with the Incorporated Law 
Society by the institution of licentiates, members, and fellows, as was done 
by some other bodies, every solicitor being ipso facto a licentiate,”’ 

Mr. Lownpes (Liverpool) remarked that it would be necessary to have a 
new Act of Parliament and a new charter. 

Mr. Mituzr (Bristol) thought the suggestion a step in the right direction. 
If they needed an Act of Parliament and a new charter, let them get it. 

Mr. Munron (London) liked the proposition. He asked whether some 
member of the council would say whether it was a favourable suggestion. 

Mr. G. R. Dopp (London) observed that at the College of Surgeons there 
were free examinations for membership and fellowship. 

Mr. B. G. Laxe (London) hoped the resolution would be carried. It only 
asked the council to consider a question which they were always considering 
more or less, with the intention of doing all they could to extend the number 
of members. The resolution would come with great weight from the 
meeting. 

Mr. Bramury (Shefficld) said they had been discussing what was to bedone with 
defaulting solicitors, and the carrying of the resolution would be very advan- 
tageous in that respect. If every solicitor on admission became one of the 
society, and if they could get an Act passed for exclusion by the council of a 
member, practically meaning striking him off the rolls, they would then in the 
case of defaulting solictors, get a satisfactory method of dealing with them. 

Mr. Drepin (London) suggested that the certificate duty should be 
abolished, or a part devoted to the payment of the subscription to the society. 

Mr. A. E. Suarianp (South Molton) did not think anything of letters 
being placed after their names, and was not in favour of placing a mark 
against solicitors who had been struck off the rolls, They were struck off and 
there was an end of them. 

Mr. Runensrerm (London) said he had read a paper at the provincial 
meeting three years ago, and his first suggestion had been to place letters 
‘after the names of members of the society. 

Mr. W. M. Watrers (London) did not think solicitors would value very 
much the privilege of putting letters after one’s name. ‘They were at liberty 
now to put S.8.C. and M.1.L.S. atter their names if they chose. He did not 
quite see the object of making licentiates, unless it was followed up by an 
Act of Parliament giving the council that control over solicitors which was 
mow vested in the judges. He would be a strong advocate for that, 

The motion was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Francis D. Lownpzs (Liverpool) read a paper entitled 


Oveut a Svuccessrvt Liricant To ne Recovrrp ry uis OrronENT ALL 
nis ReasonaBee ProressionaL EXPENDITURE IN OLTAINING oR Derenp- 
InG HIs Riouts? 

After sketching the origin and history of the present system, he said : 
The scale of charges to be allowed to solicitors in respect of litigious 
business was contained in certain rules which were issued under section 
17 of the Judicature Act, 1875, and for these the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883, are now substituted. These rules contain two scales of costs, 
called the higher and lower scale ; but it is to be observed that the higher 
scale is only to apply to those cases in which, on special grounds arising 
out of the nature and importance or the difficulty or urgency of the case, 
the court may direct the higher scale to apply. Before considering how 

these scales of costs are adequate for the remuneration of solici- 
tors, I desire to point out that there are three modes of proceeding in 
the taxation of bills of costs. The first mode is strictly and simply 
between party and party; the second is between party and party, 
when the costs are taxed as between solicitor and client — that 
to say, when the opposite party has to pay the amount allowed to 

e successful party ; and thirdly, between solicitor and client when the 

client has to pay his solicitor. With regard to the third case I do not 

propose to say anything, as it rests upon quite different ground from the 

othertwo. But, with regard to the other two, it appears to me to be a 

matter of grave consideration whether it is not desirable that the dis- 

tinction which now exists between them should be abolished, and all bills 


E 


ge 


se 


Now in what respects does a 

party and party and solicitor and client taxation differ? The principle 

upon which costs are to be taxed as between party and party is laid down 

ae ae Davey’s work on Costs, as follows: ‘‘ No costs are to be 
w 


to the taxing officer to have been incurred through 
over-caution, gence, or mistake, or merely at the desire of the party.” 
And when the costs are to be taxed upon the second mode to which I 
Teferred, viz., when the costs are taxed as between party and party, but 
are taxed as between solicitor and client, the general principle 
be that the successful party shall be entirely free from what are 
called extra costs, In practice the difference between these 
chiefly felt in three : first, in the disallowance in the 
former case of the solicitor’s charges for attendances upon, and corre- 
oe gage the client, for instructions to prepare statement of claim or 

; for the solicitor’s attendance at the trial, and hearing of an 
appeal; and for the expenses of witnesses. With reference to the first, 
certain d charges are allowed for instructions to sue or defend 
for statement ong v4 a and it is in respect of these that the 
clients largely er, as the ¢ charges are very i uate to remunerate 
a solicitor. A improvement has been ane nats a discretion to 


great 
the taxing officer in dealing with the item of instructions for brief. When 
@@ action has reached the stage when if settled the costs of instructions 
for brief can be included, the hardship referred to is in part remedied, yet 





in all cases settled before that stage the client has a large bill of extra 
costs to pay his solicitor, for work ee incurred, which the stereo- 

charges do not cover. Now the ly I would propose is that the 
taxing officers should have a similar discretion, in regard to the allowance 
for instructions to sue or defend, as well as for statement of claim or 
defence. If the action proceeds to the stage of instructions for brief, the 
taxing officer would of course take into consideration the previous allow- 
ances in determining the amount he would allow under that head. The 
second point which calls for remedy is one which affects provincial suitors 
mainly, viz., the disallowance for the attendance in London of the country 
solicitor at the hearing either of the action, if it takes place there, or on a 
motion for a new trial or an appeal. The client looks to his solicitor to 
be present on all these occasions, and his presence is absolutely necessary 
at the trial with the witnesses. It is impossible for the London agent to 
take the place of the country solicitor on this occasion, and in most cases 
where there is a motion for a new trial or an appeal, the attendance of the 
country solicitor is of the utmost importance to the client. If the position 
is reversed, and the defendant resides in London, and the trial takes 
place in the country, the defendant’s solicitor, if successful, is allowed 
for his attendance in the country. There is surely no good reason why 
the London suitor should be placed on a different footing from the 
country suitor in this respect. ‘The third item which occasions much loss 
to successful suitors is the inadequacy of the scale allowance to witnesses, 
more especially in regard to the allowance to professional witnesses. I 
consider it quite unnecessary to enlarge upon this point. The experience 
of everyone present must be sufficient to convince him of the hardship 
which the present system inflicts upon a successful suitor. I cannot 
discover any good reason for the distinction of the two modes of taxation 
being retained. Is a successful suitor entitled to be indemnified by his 
opponent or not? I remember Dr. Lushington once saying that the 
maxim was good in law as well asin war, ve victis. The change would, 
no doubt, cause additional trouble and responsibility upon the taxing 
officers. Upon this point I should like to quote some remarks made by 
three eminent judges, which seem pertinent to the whole question of this 
paper. The first is the judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench, delivered 
by Lord Campbell in Howes v. Barber:—‘‘The reasonable expenses to 
which the plaintiff is put by being obliged to attend and be examined as 
a witness to enforce payment of a just demand, or to seek redress for an 
injury, should be thrown on the wrongdoer. Again, if an unfounded 
action is brought, and the evidence of the person improperly sued is 
necessary for his defence, he is not indemnified if his own expenses are 
not allowed to him. At the same time the mere fact of the parties being 
examined is not by any means to be consided sufficient to establish a 
claim for their expenses as witnesses; and if it appears that their attend- 
ance was unnecessary, or that its real object was to superintend the 
conduct of the cause, the claim ought to be rejected. The courts in such 
cases trust to the intelligence and vigilance of the taxing officers to detect 
and to frustrate attempts that may be made io swell costs unnecessarily, 
under the pretext that the parties were material and n witnesses.’’ 
The other quotation is from a judgment of the Oourt of A in a 
recent case of - Warner v. Mosses, rted 19 Oh. D. 72. he ques- 
tion there was whether copies of the — which had been made for 
the court and used on an interlocutory ap should be allowed on taxa- 
tion of the costs of the a The late Master of the Rolls, in his 
judgment, made the following remarks: ‘‘ Now, in this case it is clear 
that the copies were necessary. The case could not have been argued by 
counsel without a copy of the pleadings, nor could it have been decided 
by the judges without their having copies. It being therefore ahenteney. 
necessary for the attainment of justice that the copies should be supplied, 
why should they not be allowed on taxation? The only suggestion made 
is that it would be inconvenient for the taxing masters to have to consider 
in such cases whether the copies were waated or not. I do not agree as to 
the inconvenience. Neither a taxing master nor a judge can com- 
plain that he has to decide on what is necessary or proper for the at- 
tainment of justice. So far from the taxing masters having a right to 
complain of being called upon to decide s a@ question, the 26th rule 
imposes on them in every case the obligation of doing so and I should be 
sorry were it oth Iam quite sure that those gentlemen would 
never think of complaining of being trusted with that discretion, or of 
having the trouble of exercising it.’”’ And the present Master of the 
Rolls, in following him, said: ‘‘ The masters for the pur of 
being troubled with the duties of their office, just as j exist for the 
like p' . They must take the trouble.’ In concl I would ur 
that the council be requested to bring this subject under the notice of the 
Lord Chancellor, with an urgent request that the subject may be 
considered by a tribunal similar to that which settled the conveyancing 
scales, 

Mr. J. A, Rosz (London) expressed his strongest objection to the suitor 
against whom a decision had been given having the heavy costs of patent 
agents, highly feed counsel, and so on, heaped upon him. On the contrary, 
he would let him off as easily as possible. 





WEDNESDAY’S MEETING. 


The proceedings were resumed on Wednesday morning, the Pazsrpent 
again taking the chair :— 


Lanp TransreEn. 

Mr. Atvert Saunpers (London) was to have read a paper upon 
‘Land Transfer,’’ but, as he did not arrive until late in the 
day, the paper wastaken as read.’ In the paper Mr. Saunders 

the establishment of a for the tion of all 
assurance. that shall be made of or affect any of any tenure 
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except hold (I would except copyhold, as each steward of a [manor 
; “ the deeds affecting the land within the manor), but 
such lands would, of course, come on the as and when they were 


enfranchised ;.and this registration should be compulsory as to all deeds | d 


made or executed after the passing or commencement of the Act, but 
should be optional as to deeds made or executed before the 
passing or commencement of the Act. The mode of registration 
should be as follows:—The following 

on parchment, to be of a particular size, and ruled in a - 
scribed manner, and which should be called the index of title. e 
heading should comprise :—(1) A short description of the lands conveyed ; 
and such description should refer to such lands for the better identifica- 
tion thereof either to a plan drawn thereon, or annexed ‘thereto, or 
deposited in the registry, and in the body should be entered, 

(2) The date of the conveyance, 

3) The full christian and surnames of the parties thereto, and their 
addresses and description, business, or occupation, 

(4) The nature or description of such conveyance, and the lands con- 
veyed, or a short description thereof, and the effect of the conveyance, 

(5) The name or names of the grantee or grantees, his or their 
and descriptions, 

And in case of a will or letter of administration, 

(6) The date of probate or letters of administration, 

(7) The name of the testator or intestate, his address and description, or 
occupation, 

(8) The description of the document, whether will or codicil, or letters 
of administration, 

(9) The name, address, and description of the devisee, legatee, or 
administrator. 

The index of title and conveyance to be registered should forthwith be 
produced to the registrar, who should, if the —_ of such convey- 
ance have been correctly entered upon the index of title, cause the same 
particulars to be entered in a book to be kept for that purpose, to be 
«alled the official register, and the ti) the should assign a reference 
thereto; such reference should include (1) the name of the owner, (2) the 
name of the county in which the property is situate, (3) the year of the 
registration, (4) the folio of the official register, thus: Smith, Geo., 
Middlesex, 1886, ful. 100; and such reference should be stamped u 
the index of title, and the seal of the registry office should be affixed or 
impressed opposite the entry of the particulars of each conveyance 
entered ; every subsequent conveyance relating to the same land should 
be registered, by entering such short particulars as aforesaid on the same 
index of title immediately following the last entry, and subsequently 
produced to the registrar for registration, who should cause the corre- 
sponding particulars to be entered on the official register under the same 
folio pon | reference, immediately following the last entry; and when so 
entered, the entry on the index of title should be stam with the seal 
of the office, and the date when the same was regist indorsed on the 
conveyance. ' No conveyance dated after the time appointed for the com- 
mencement of the Act should be registered, unless the same had been 
duly stamped. An owner of land desirous of registering the conveyances 
relating thereto dated before the time oo for the commencement of 
the ‘Ach should be at liberty to do so, 
of the devolution of the title should be entered on the index of title in 
chronological order, and in the manner prescribed, and the index of title 
should be produced to the registrar with the deeds, who, if the particulars 
of such conveyances, &c., have been correctly entered on the index of 
title, should cause the same culars to entered on the official 
register and assign a reference thereto, which reference should be stamped 
on the index of title, and the seal of the registry office affixed or im- 
pressed —— the entry of the culars of each conveyance, &c., and 
the date registration indo: on each conveyance; and every sub- 
sequent conveyance relating to the same land, executed after the com- 
mencement of the Act, should be in the manner prescribed on 


registered 
the same index of title and official register, and immediately follo the | stress 
registered 


last entry. If the conveyance to be relates to several 
comprised in several previous conveyances, —— in the bed 
manner and under several ‘references, such conveyance should be 
registered by entering the particulars thereof in the prescribed manner 
‘the several indexes of title and on the several official 
dex of title should always accompany the deeds, and the the 
time being entitled to the deeds should be entitled to the index of title, 
and, therefore, any deposit of deeds by way of equitable security should 
include the index of title, and any deposit not so accompanied should be 
adjud fraudulent inst any subsequent conveyances of the same 
lands for valuable consideration registered in the  aragrap manner; and 
on the sale of any land, if the title prescribed by law or stipulated by con- 
tract commences with a conveyance registered in the prescribed manner, 
the purchaser should not at the expense of the vendor be entitled to an 
abstract of title, but he should in lien thereof be furnished at the ex- 
— of the vendor with a copy of the index of title, and the purchaser 
ould be entitled to compare the same with the official register, and to 
the production and examination of the conveyances therein referred to ; 
and the purchaser should be entitled, at the expense of the vendor, to an 
abstract or copy of such conveyances only as contain limitations and re- 
mainders over trusts or powers or respective. Mr. Saunders 
elaborately developed the details of this scheme with regard to leaseh 


by 
paper ad , all the transactions relating to st 
ws aseested ‘slihous eaty difficulty by a paasal of official 
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effect of a register thus 

Rpadegey nt Ide of ttl, whieh would dale the and 
a copy of the 

les ith the land, the purchaser could demand a 
ahetéat of buch Guaie ae Guaneh pebenticn Moeryed 


more marketable 
fer. And with to the practica' a ee See 
templated by the Transfer Act to the titles in the 
pan pr f that were practicable it must be to register all 
relating to the titles without in’ of the title, and this 
would be a much easier task if local i 
Mr. B. G. Laxz (London) referred to the report of the council with 
reference to the Land Transfer Bill which had been submitted to the 
Chancellor, and said that, if in his observations he deviated from 
report, what he said must be taken as BP ages statement and not as 
representing the opinions of the council. would 
or three ts to which he thought attention might tably be directed. 
They had a large attendance of members from country, and 
council desired to receive suggestions and 
they should take to endeavour to frame the Bill so that it should be a 
workable measure. He would t out what appeared to him to be the 
leading features of the Bill. It was 
was a voluntary Act, but the present Bill was to 
appeared to him that that was the most 
would not for a moment suggest that com ¢ not possibly 
ultimately desirable ; still less was he suggesting that compulsion was not 
for the interest of solicitors, for, from a purely selfish point of view, it 
might be entitled an Act for the ee ree 
solicitors at the expense of those w were tofollow. But he deprecated 
compulsion very strongly, because it ought not to be introduced until the 
scheme had been worked out and shewn to be practicable. If, as the 
posed, registration was to be compulsory, not 
Beatred to deel with per at but also on 
that was to be the law of the it was most essential 
be, at all events, a number of years allowed 
scheme which was to be made compulsory was 
stood. He could scarcely conceive a greater 
tors should have a sudden rush to throw the 
tion over all England at the same moment. 
opinion were expressed that com: 
been proved workable it would have 
and the House of Commons. The 
the establishment of an insurance 
should be established by those who were compelled to come in to register. 
That appeared a very great injustice. If they made the of 
on optional, it was fair, if an insurance was 
wanted, to say that those c in thould 
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Confirmation of Title. bee Rg a land a 

ut himself on the register & .possessory 

4 series of } advertisements over five become entitled, at we 

end of that five years, to have the his title confirmed as an 

absolute title. He was entirely at a loss to understand what 

object such a scheme as that could have. He could see that a many 

might be made for fraud and error. Then was 

question of the of making rules. By the Act of 1875 

that power was in the Lord Chancellor with the advice and con- 

currence of the registrar. By the Bill the rales were te bo mado by Sie 

Lord Chancellor alone, subject only to that the rules are to be 

on the table of the $2 Pactionsent, tf sitstog, @, 1 ety 

then a certain and 

could annul the whole of therules. There 

modify others, but the rules must be 
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Otherwise ht have rules thrust upon them by an official who had 
ovkes | na absbonet in his life, dnd the responsibility would be 
thrown on the unfortunate solicitors who were trying to carry out a 
machine which from the first was constructed not to work. The mostin- 
DS nyay to solicitors, in one way, was their position under the 
the Act of 1875 the position of solicitors was very distinctly 
preserved, and under the rules it was preserved in the same way. He did 
not think for one moment that the Lord Chancellor had any intention of 
to the body of solicitors and of altering the position they 
now occupied. Of course, his lordship was aware that, as a consequence 
of the exclusive privilege of conveyancing whieh was intrusted to solici- 
under extremely stringent regulations both as regarded 
uct, and professional status, and in many other ways, so 
had the advantage of having a body of men y 
work, and who were under special responsibilities, and 
inducement, apart from professional honour, to carry out 
of their ability whatever work they were intrusted with. 
. as a whole, to the satisfaction of the public and of 
must press very earnestly that solicitors must not be 
by this new system. He thought the Lord Chancellor 
' was satisfied that solicitors, as a body, were not opposed to a system of 
per se, He did not think the present system was sufficiently 
out, but it was possible that there might be a system which, 
being compulsory, might offer such advantages that it might be 
accepted. But what they had to do was to make any Act which was put 
them as beneficial for the public as they possibly could. Therefore, 

must criticize the Act before it had become law so as to point out on 


ges 
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trained for 


i 


i 


in 


what ples could work it. In the event of its not passing into 
law year, w it probably would not, he thought they should have 
the of an inquiry, so that next year the Lord Chancellor might 
see it received the general assent of both branches of the pro- 


fession. The council had made sixteen recommendations, which he would 
move, as follows :— 

1. compulsory registration is unjust to landowners, and, if the 
system were made workable and inexpensive, would be unnecessary. 
compulsory or not, a system of guaranteed title is 


E 


2. That, whether 
preferable to that of an indefeasible title as contemplated by the Bill. 
ealicitors, no be onetded 1 by ant “tthe 5 Court ~ 

over @ judge o e Supreme Court, or 

someone of equal tion and authority. 

‘4, That the of the arrangement for branch offices and land 
transfer districts should be defined in the Bill. 

5. Thst.an interval of not less than six months should be allowed be- 
tareen the issue of the rules and the creation of any land transfer dis- 


f 
3 


compulsory registration. 
duty of registration should be thrown on the grantee, and 


r 
proposed, on the grantor. 

provision should be made to relieve a purchaser or other grantee 
affected with notice of the trusts of any settlement, of the 
he will, by the fact of the proprietor appearing as 

firmation of ualified title 
con. m. of @ possessory or q 
advertisement would be open to grave danger and be of 


use. 

for determining}boundaries would give rise to 
Giscussion, if not litigation, between neighbours, and would be 
advantage of. 
as landowners are compelled to register, and there- 
Tisk. which, as the Bill assumes, they would not incur 
cost of insurance against that risk should not be thrown 
the country. 
enforced contribution to an insurance fund will y 
of registration, and would, if registration were optional, be 


an insurance fund be established, the remedy of an 
ns -mm should be against gee on tits wit ae Oe 

proceedings against the person (if any) or 
Laed Toneter Booka boeing the right, if deemed worth 
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the wrong, 
to take proceedings on their own account. 
13. the right of an aggrieved etor should be to full com- 
and not merely to the cost of the land irrespective of buildings 
or other ts. 

‘14, That the power to make rules should not be vested in the Lord 
‘Ghanucellor alone, but that rules should be framed by the Land Transfer 
Board and be issued hy the Lord Chancellor on their advice. 

i 15. That the devolution, on death, of real and personal estates should 
either be left as at present or be assimilated for all purposes. 
+46 That without limiting the right of any proprietor to transact in 
esson his own business, the conduct, for fee or rewsrd, of legal business 
@onnected with land should, as heretofore, be intrusted to solicitors. 

it were adopted by the meeting they would have much greater 


Wies-Pugsiwext seconded the motion. 


My. Bumwany Waxx (Sheffield) had come to the conclusion that the 
Grift was in the direction of the transfer of land and of Consols 
eed eae a cn ontty date must be assimilated. The shortest 
xy, the er eet ee pr nl dam land property 

Spt ted pe ation. But the first question was to make 

ee eee free land from all 
to ste to trusts. exchange for this great weight taken off 
he would place upon it the small weight of registration of all deeds 


were adopted, and every county had its office, ev man 
spoenliing blo con ile ta ‘ele own on and his own so, at the end 
of ten years there would practically Fv gg ged pom if they 
liked, they could build registration of title. But what would be the 
effect of making all land pass to an executor for the payment of debts and 
legacies? All your difficulties and your records of pedigrees upon long 
deeds would be done away with, and there would be a register with maps 
in the course of about ten years. 


Mr. Buytx (London) suggested that a special meeting should be called 
for the consideration of the subject. He agreed very cordially with the 
council that an indefeasible title should not be attempted such as was 
required under Lord Westbury’s Act, which led to much trouble, delay, 
and expense, and the Act was practically dead. 

Mr. J. J. Covtton (Lynn) suggested that printed information should be 
sent round to the profession so that their opinion might be obtained. 

The Prestpent said this had already been done, and answers had been 
received from the country law societies. 


Mr. Suackizs (Hull) said it seemed to him the meeting was drifting 
into details and losing sight of principles. One principle was to settle 
whether they were to have a registration of titles or a registration of 
deeds, and another to approach the legislators upon that question. The 
registration of titles was out of the question, and the public would revolt 
against it. The extension of the Yorkshire Registries to every county 
would give them practically what t hey wanted. 

Mr. W. M. Waurens (London) said the Bill would be in committee next 
week, and they had to consider a Bill which had gone through its second 

in the House of Lords. The y had to accept it and to do their best 
to mould it into shape. Registration of deeds would not meet with sup- 
port in either Houseof Parliament. Their Yorkshire friends were enamou red 
of their registries, but at the provincial meeting at Yorkshire a resolution 
had been carried condemning them, and the president of the Yorkshire 
Law Society, Mr. Walker, had voted in the majority. They had to deal 
with a system of registration of title, and it was for them to make it as 
innocuous as possible. Mr. Blyth had told them that they ought not 
merely to object to an indefeasible title scheme, but also to a guar 
anteed title. They were bound to put forward a system of guaranteed 
title themselves, and they said that, if, instead of aiming at an absolute 
and indefeasible title, the principle of a guaranteed title were accomplished, 


| many difficulties would 


Mr. Exxerr (Cirencester) said that several speakers had referred to the 
discussion as if it were a question of the adoption of a report just beforp 
circulated. He was speaking for a class who come some hundreds of 
miles to attend the meeting, and he hoped would at least be practical 
and that they would, if unable to deal with the questions of detail, deal with 
the few leading and important points and principles upon which all of them 
must already have made up their minds, or ought to have done so before this. 
The country law societies had had a series of questions, raising practically the 
same as those Mr. Lake had touched upon, put before them by the 
council, and he believed every law society had considered these questions and 
sent in replies. The gentlemen present. were representatives of the country 
law societies, and had taken part in the discussion of these questions locally, 
and were, he was sure, prepared to express an opinion, It would very much 
facilitate the discussion if it were limited for the moment to each point in the 
order in which it was stated, and the vote taken upon it. The first was the 
question whether or not registration should be compulsory. Surely it was a 
principle upon which every practitioner in the room must by this time have 
made up his mind, He had long ago determined to say no, because he 
believed that if any system of registration was worth having it would be 
found to recommend itself by its merits. There had been attending the 
menting A a visitor, introduced by the president of the Bristol Law Socie 
a gentleman who had practised in the colony of Victoria, and he had told 
him that the system of registration in that, colony was a voluntary system, 
and that, as a matter of fact, it was very much prized ; and he had told him 
also that he and his brethren in Melbourne found it perfectly possible even 
under the system of registration to make such a bill of costs in relation to 
the transfer of land as was remunerative. He (Mr. Ellett) was entirely in 
favour of the first resolution. 

Mr. Lake proposed that each paragraph should be taken seriatim, and the 
general resolution of approval put at the end, ~ 

This was ed to, and No. 1 w.s put to the meeting and adopted. 

Recommendation No. 2.as follows was then carried :—‘‘ That, whether 
compulsory or not, a system of guaranteed title is preferable to that of an 
indefeasible title as contemplated by the Bill.” 

Mr. ApAMs W1Lt1aMs (Newport) ho it would not be carried out, as it 
would entail great expense upon small Jand owners. 

Mr. T. H. Dsvonsuire (London) asked the meeting to say that they 
approved of what the council had done, and that they should continue in the 
same direction. He would move, ‘‘ That this meeting approves generally of 
the conclusions at which the council have arrived with regard to the Land 
Transfer Bill, and requests them to continue their efforts in the direction 
indicated.” 

Mr. Lake said he was very pleased to accept the motion. 

Mr. Huwrer Klemen) id that, raged the paggerac yor it yi 
proposed to give to t m on the register an absolute title to the 
property and everybody who had beén ousted by any fraud or error;to 

ai, ing Mi The result would be that the ials. would probably. feel 
themselves bound to make a very strict inv before they could gramt 


such an indefeasible vag gd otor a wor 0 50 ¢ away from 
innocent persons somet! the previously and to force 
them a compensation in lieu of rights -whigh been pe sy 
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rightful owner should have the property restored to him, and the man on 


the register should have pecuniary compensation. The result was that the | th 


man coming on the register made no investigation, and, if there was any 
blunder, nine times out of ten it would be owing to his want of care or want 
of information, and he would be the person to suffer. It would certainly 
make a very material difference in the amount of care which would have to 
be exercised in placing on the register. 

Mr, Lewis Walsall) said the Bill would altogether revolutionise the 
mortgage system, because, if anyone borrowed money, it would be made 
known in the registers of trade protection societies. 

Mr. Lake pointed out that a section of the Act of 1875 which had not 
been repealed guarded against this. 

After some further discussion, the motion was carried unanimously. 


Tus Srrrmves or tHe Law Courts. 
Mr. F. K. Munron (London) read an interesting and lively 
paper on this subject, in which, after describing the existing 
state of confusion and uncertainty with regard to Nisi Prius 
trials and cases before the divisional courts, he said that the 
uncertainty as to the time of trial on the common law side is completely 
put into the shade by the extraordinary state of things in the Chancery 
Division. Although the number of causes for hearing has lar; 
increased, and the interlocutory work too, the old system survives of 
giving only intermediate days for trials, so that, however many witnesses 
one drag up from the country, there are frequent breaks, d 
which these unhappy people have to return or waste their time in town. 
It is notorious t in some of the Chancery Courts no substantial 
in the trial of witness causes has been made for many months, 


progress 
owing to the choked condition of the court from other and more | party. 


immediately pressing matter, such as motions, petitions, adjourned 
summonsés, and the like. Almost every branch of interlocutory work, 
including chamber appeals (by no means an unimportant list) is now 
dealt with somewhat hurriedly from the limited time allotted, and every- 
body who is familiar with the Chancery Division on a day set apart for 

eous work will bear me out. As to chamber ap) nobody 
will deny that the time has come for specific me bene utely set 
apart to hear summonses and applications adjo by the chief 
- ks;.and in conclusicn he e the following practical sugges- 

Ds :— 

1. Chancery. Division —That all witness and other. causes should be 
entirely separated from interlocutory business, and be taken de die in diem 
by independent judges sitting for purpose oe 

2. That cases of an administrative character (if a judge so directs) 
pg form the subject of an entirely separate list to be separately dealt - 


3. That all original motions and petitions, and every other application 
(in. cases wherein there has been aan vious intervention of a 


court), anil be. pat Sate ane t, and be js Sah ose perp sm become 
of other 


such work to the obstruction 


4, That one or more judges should sit in chambers for. one or. more 
entire days every week to hear adjourned summonses. 
qletely: sonaies jroo , cpettel Sort me . sauas 

@} 8 8 ; common ; causes 
without juries; (d) causes standing over sine die. 

6. That jury cases should be heard in the order in which they 
are aoe as such, and not be placed between other special juries already 
so marked. 

7. That, (say) on every Friday evening, the j who is eae’ gaan 
with a very long list, should announce that he not go beyond 
and such a case during the coming week (a good margin being allowed 
for conti ), it being suggested that it would be better even fora 
judge to be left at leisure for twenty-four hours once in a (in case of 
extraordinary and ap ryan ee collapse) than that hundoele of 
_- Sarna ept anxious, and expensive preparations be 

uently to no . 

8. That, to avoid needless changes, no cause within the compass of the 

ensuing week’s estimate should be ‘ postponed’ without the judge's express 


consent. 

9. That at least one day before the conclusion of every iting there 
should be an announcement of the intended programme for the wing 
sitting (emergencies excepted), it being submitted that the dates of the 
assizes and other known work ought to be fixed with a fairly | notice 
to the profession ; and especially that it should be stated y 
how many courts are to be devoted to a particular list. 

10. Lastly, J suggest that the sittings of the law courts form a subject 
that might alone well employ the time and consideration of a 
committee of practical men, the bar to be largely represented thereon 
(their interests and wishes being of the P icmey moment), one and all of 
us bearing in mind that the administration of the law is only next in 
importance to the law itself. 

. Waxe (Sheffield) moved : ‘‘ That the continuous sitting in public of a 
court to deal exclusively with contentious, as contrasted with administrative 
work,. is essentially necessary to the due conduct, of the. business of the 
country ; and that the want of such a court entails the very serious evila of 
expense and delay, and the still greater evil of a denial of justice by the.en- 
forced. reference or compromise of cases, many of which can, only, be dealt 
with by the examination and decision of the courts of justice.”’,, df 

This was agreed to. - 

Mr. Biyrm (London) moved,,as a substantive. resolution: .‘' That 
meeting recommends that the pene read by Mr. Munton jon. the si 
the law courts, and the general question of legal delays which is invol 
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the tax which burdens ue Coe 
not only the competition wi 


in legal ybowent surely seem to 
He conclu 


inclination to look upon solicitors as being of dubious 


ce, particularl ' 
municipal and social matters of importance the 





it, should be taken into consideration by the council with a view to. 
ay SE (London) seconded the resolution, which was carried. _ 






Mr. W. 0. Anne (Sheffield) pend, » paper Au Site codes) wlan 


the public, he said: Apart from. the usual liabilities of his profession, 

to practise, the solicitor has to 

the profession, but also the attacks 
those outside. It would be acceptable if assistance were tendered to some 
of us as to the attitude which should be taken towards chartered accounte 
ants, especially as encouragement is given to this new institution by some 


f seni bers. agreements, giving advice, 
Siete th thane a Wreeg =  egriner gen a 

ed by saying Osasistent with the duly’ of a solicitor to de 
his best for his client, there are many opportunities, as between the 


solicitors concerned, of mivit the adverse feeling which constantly 
arises. It is to the honour of the Soden ate ae 
and consideration in their mutual relations are the rule. 


exceptions show an attempt to carry matters with a high hand, so 
hardly entitled to legitimate costs. It will not be ited it is 
sal “becthren to, his 


sented, cad is:by no metus buhindibaml 40 4 pewetelent bussnuidbamiar 


ence. Energy, perseverance, and liberal views are characteristic of many 
lawyers, in nl ictnantas Ae See Seen eo) ere 
dou that these qualities have Subehroeaenh, asandine 
task of the recent purification of the law. United: we stand, ‘we 
fall. A closer unity in the profession is to be desired. os ee 





Tue Law or Ratixe, | 
in which, after referring to the cases of R. v. pew wey: 
Hayward v. Overseers of Brinkworth (10 L, T, . &. 608), he 2 
The principle established by these cases is and : 
Real estate, like everything else, is worth what it fetch, and the 

to the rent at which « holding may yeseonably be a to let is 

at which it does actually let, unless there is evi the rent is 
not the value, or ground for. infendng --eech 0 seiationship, Bebeeas 
landlord and tenant, stipulations thes t shal) deel with lendloed, or 
nad the value (ts in cases where there i uo mine inated 
established by law, in ezotematically ignored by some assesment ‘com- 
mittees, who disregard oat, eh eine ee ee a 
pe pn Fe pine a parish or union opti me 
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wing alterations of the law would be found useful :—1. Ountracts 
letting, and assignments thereof, and alterations therein to be in 
writing, and produced within a prescribed time to the assessment com- 
mittee for registration. In default to be void. 2. The appeal to be to 
the county court, and, in important cases, from it to the Queen’s Bench 
; or, by consent, to Queen’s Bench direct; Queen’s Bench to be 
3 The assessment to be the rent at which the holding might be 
to let for the term for which it actually is let, or the unexpired 
ue thereof, and, where there is no letting, for the term for which 
similar holdings usually are let. 4. The gross estimated rental to be the 


& 


fi 


rateable value. 5. The r rate assessment to serve for all other rates 
upon value, including the property tax, the surveyor having the same 
‘wppeal as a person 


Mr. Payne (Milverton) addressed the meeting, stating that he differed alto- 
gether from the conclusions arrived at in the paper. 


Tue Nationatiry AND NATURALISATION Questions. 


Mr, Bsrxanv Lewis (Wrexham) read a paper on this subject, in which he 
advanced the following pro 8 :— 

1. That nationality should be derived from descent. 

2. That the period of residence prior to naturalisation should be increased 
and the fees raised; and Professor Leone Levi's recommendation on p. 141 
of the Appendix to the Report of Naturalisation Commission should be 

—viz., ‘ten years’ residence in this country, satisfactory evidence as 
to ter and respectability”’ being necessary. 

3. That more publicity should be given to naturalisation in England ; and 
the registration of naturalised voters should be placed on a more satisfactory 
basis by adoption of the American system, as previously stated. 

4. That the naturalisation of persons attached to the diplomatic bodies 
might be vested in the Foreign Office. In London, in the Lord Mayor's 
Court, and in all other cases (as previously recommended at Liverpool) in the 
clerks of the peace of each county or borough, and the oath administered by 
the chairman or deputy-chairman in open court of quarter sessions, and annual 
returns made to the Home Office and published. 

5. That in view of the great alterations impending in our land system, 
foreigners should not hold real property (saving rights of those who have 
4aken advantage of second section of Naturalisation Act) without making a 
primary declaration to become naturalised, and then pay a portion of the 
fees, but hold leaseholds as formerly. 


Tus AmenpMENTs IN THE Law or Huspanp anp Wire NECESSITATED BY 
Recent Leersiation. 


Mr. J. S. Rusiwsrerm (London) read the following paper on this sub- 
ject:—There is, perhaps, no question upon which public opinion has 
‘Within our own time more rapidly advanced than the question as to the 
proper status of a married woman, particularly with regard to the holding 

, of which alone this paper treats. Before 1870 it was con- 
subversive of our common law, and opposed to all principles of 
yoy com? and reason, to allow that a married woman could have an 

ty apart from her husband, and be allowed to hold any prop- 

, indeed, fenced round with the cumbersome machinery of 
and settlements. Husband and wife were one, but the husband 
one, Equity, it is true, had centuries back created the doctrine 
jperty for the protection of married women; but common 
ored the wife as an independent individual. The husband, 
le, took also her property and her liabilities. He could be 
ante-nuptial debts, although he did not acquire a penn 

. The support of the wife and children f 
wife had implied authority to pledge his credit for neces- 
herself and household, on the principle that the relationship of 
and wife, at least when living together, carried with it the im- 
ee, nee and agent. With what appears, however, 

ue ag vp the husband, the law, it is true, allowed 

to rebut this implied relationship by evidence 

to eee credit had been withdrawn, and 
knowledge of any third person. In 1870 the 
the principle that married women 
own right, but this privilege was restricted 
small - Only twelve years later the 
Act, ree ats eke to baad the status 
‘0 the ight to ho ' 
individuals. The further Gumme | ag B 
ernment in the Land Transfer Bill now 
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more legal right to the wife’s pro than 8 , and yet it is 
doubtful to what, if any, extent his sole liability is affected. Respon- 
sibility should go with the property. A husband is now fairly entitled 
to ask for such a revision of the law as will equitably divide obligations 
that it was reasonable enough he alone should bear when he alone 
ev g: When the claims of third persons are considered, 

the matter is far more serious. Creditors have been prejudiced by the 
new Acts, and that most seriously. Formerly, a creditor who had sup- 
a necessaries to a man’s household was fairly safe in suing the 
usband ; and, in view of the wife's legal inca ty to contract, it was 
only in wholly exceptional cases that he was able to escape the liability. 


| But now, by reason of the recent legislation, it is easier and commoner 


for a husband to allege, as a defence, that credit was given to the wife, 
and not to him. If, on the other hand, the creditor sues the wife, the 
answer may be that she contracted as agent for the husband, or that 
she has no separate property. Doubtless, in the professional experience 
of most of us, we have at times been asked to advise as to whether a 
husband or wife, or both, should be sued for a particular debt. No ques- 
tion should be more simple to answer; but, in fact, no question is now 
more difficult. ‘Take the case of a builder, who, on the orders of the 
wife, repairs a house in which the husband, wife, and family reside, 
but from which the husband was absent at the time. The husband, when 
applied to, can allege that the contract was made with the wife, and 
that he, therefore, is not liable; and the wife, on her part, can assert 
that she simply contracted as agent for her husband, and that he, and 
not she, must therefore pay. The unfortunate builder could, it is true, 
sue both husband and wife, but only at the risk of having his action 
dismissed against one of the parties, and having to pay costs perha 

little less than the debt itself. Cases of hardship are constantly 
occurring. A husband may keep up an expensive establishment. When, 
however, a creditor seeks to enforce a judgment, the wife comes forward 
and claims everything. Such cases were formerly, it is true, not unknown, 
but they are now greatly on the increase. In former times it was 
necessary for third parties—trustees—to put the claim forward, and in 
practice to produce some deed or document upon which it was founded, 
and they made the claim at the risk of having to pay costs personally. 
Thus, there were certain guarantees for the bona fides of the claim. Now, 
however, the wife simply puts forward the claim in her own name, and, 
as there ie no necessity for any document of title to be produced, it is 
in such cases, in the absence of any special facts not likely to be known 
to an ordinary creditor, most difficult, if not impossible, to contest the 
claim so made. In justice, therefore, to creditors as well as to the hus- 
band, the law should be so amended as to remove the difficulties and anoma- 
lies that now exist. The remedy appears tobeavery simple one. Both the 
husband and wife are jointly interested in starting and keeping up a pro 

establishment, and justice requires that they should be jointly responsible 
for the liabilities incurred in consequence. For the purpose of maintaini 

the joint establishment they are, in fact, partners. As partners they sho 

be treated in so far as liabilities for necessaries incurred for themselves or 
their household are concerned. Thus a creditor for necessaries wo 

no longer be left to the present risks and dangers of deciding conflicting 
claims, or be without a remedy in cases where all the property belongs to 
the one at present not legally liable to pay the debt. One material distinc- 
tion between an ordinary ership and the relationship of husband and 
wife is that the former is capable of being determined at any time, and 
the liability of one partner for another can thus be brought to an end. 
It may be desirable to introduce some means of limiting the liability of 
husband or wife by registration or otherwise. These caces might be met 
by a public notification in the official gazette. A person who gives credit 
without making proper inquiries has only himself to blame if he loses his 
money. Most creditors do, in fact, before giving credit, learn what they 


can from trade gazettes, based on the records of the Bills of Sale Office 
and the Bankrup' Court, and, at times, local inquiries. Another 
anomaly in the law is that, although a amied woman has now 


the same right to hold property as a feme sole, the creditor’s remedies 
against the wife are subject to <ery depen limitations, and corlast bee 
judgment cannot be obtained against personally, but only her 
te property. All exceptional limitations should be swept away. 
This is the only logical course. The dangers these limitations were, it is 
against are far more imaginary than real. 

As to the Devolution of Property.—Now if once it 1s conceded that 
equality should govern the ownership of pro in the case of husband 
and wife, little, if anything, need said vour of the same - 
ciple applying on the devolution of property. At present a material 
n is made between real and In the case of 


A 


and | realty a husband takes a life estate in his wife’s freeho i once a child had 


been born capable of inheriting. A wife, on the other hand, is only 
entitled to her dower, or one- of the income, for her life. In view 
declarations in bar of dower, contained in so many conveyances, the 
’s claim is frequently wholly illusory. The Land Transfer Bill 
before Parliament ts the rational ple of placing the hus- 
and wife on the same , and gi to each a life estate in the 


regard to personal however, the hus- 
on t But the wife 
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a long way towards assimilating the law of real and property in 
the case of intestacy, and treats the wife a it is, perhaps, 
to. be that the same rules of sh not 
freeholds as weal pone, ma This last point will not unlikely be dealt 
with in the usual way by some amending Act. With the view of eliciting 
the opinions of this meeting upon the matters referred 

conclude by moving that the council be. recommended to support the 
amendments in the law of husband and wife suggested in this paper, and 
embodied in the following resolutions :— 

1. That husband and wife should, subject to proper safeguards, be made 
jointly and severally liable, as partners, for necessaries supplied to them- 
selves and household while living together. 

2. That all existing limitations on creditors’ remedies against the wife 
should be swept away. 

3.. That on the husband dying intestate, without children, the wife should 
be entitled to the whole of his personal property. 

4, That os and wife should be p on the same a. 
regard to the devolution of real property on intestacy, as proposed by 
Land Transfer Bill now before Parliament. 

If the law of husband and wife be amended as suggested, I venture to 
think that a branch of law that has perhaps given rise to more hardship and 











TRANSFER BILL, 1887. 
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litigation than any other will at length have been placed upon a sound, a | system of 


satisfactory, and a rational basis. 

He concluded by moving the resolutions contained therein. 

Mr. Dopp (London) expressed an opinion that the acted was one of the 
most important that had been read tothe meeting, but he was not prepared 
to adopt all its suggested amendments, 

Mr. WuirE (London) said that to adopt the suggestions would be to alter 
not only the law of husband and wife, but that of agency generally. 

Mr. T. K. Crossrrezp (London) remarked that if the husband could 
pledge his wife’s credit her separate estate was gone. 

Mr. W. J. M‘Leuian (Rochester) thought the wife should be able to claim 
in her husband's bankruptcy for money lent to him by her. 

Mr, J. A. Rosz (London) and Mr. Covuron (Lynn) also took part in 
the discussion. 

Mr. J. Appison (London) moved, as an amendment to Mr. Rubinstein’s 
motion: ‘‘ That this meeting recognises the importance of the topics dealt 
with in his paper and recommends the council to have regard to the matter 
when opportunity occurs in the progress of future legislation, 

Mr. How ert (Brighton) seconded the amendment. 

Mr. Rubinstein accepted the amendment, which was carried. 


Vores or THANKS. 


Mr. KEnIon (president of the Liverpool Law Society) moved a vote of 
thanks to the president, vice-president, and council, and to Mr. C. O. 
Humphreys, vice-chairman of the executive committee, and to the executive 
committee fortheexcellent arrangements made for the convenience and comfort 
of the provincial members, speaking in glowing terms of the reception with 
which they had met. 

Mr. C. E. Matruews (Birmingham) spoke in support, and the motion was 
carried with acclamation. 

The PrestpENT, who was received with loud cheers, an | returned 
thanks, observing that the success of the entertainment was due to the 
executive committee and to the secretary (Mr. Williamson) and his staff. 
Without the almost superhuman exertionsof Mr. Williamson themeeting could 
not have been carried out as had been the case, 

The VicE-PRESIDENT and Mr. C. O. Humpxreys having responded, 

The Sgcretary, who was loudly applauded, said that he and his a 
the assistant secretary, and the staff, been actuated but by one 
namely, that the members should have a happy time d eir visit. He 

been sometimes asked by the curious, ‘‘ What are duties of the 
secretary of the Law Society!” The experience of the last few weeks enabled 
him to answer the question. In the first place, he was proud to say he was a 
solicitor. In the second, he frequently acted as a Parliamentary agent. He 
was clerk to a board which met once a week, and generally once a day. He 
was a species of public prosecutor, a carpenter, a gasfitter, a and 
universal provider. He thought, in all, probability, if times were bad,” he 
might eventually become a dancing master. There was one other qualification. 
He would like to be a setter of good examples, and not to occupy their time 
one minute more than was necessary. He would therefore conclude by 
thanking them, and saying what extreme gratification it gave him to see so 
pe easant faces, and to hear so many pleasant things which had been 
said with reference to himself. 

Mr. Day moved a vote of thanks to the readers of papers, which was 
carried unanimously. 


LAW ASSOCIATION, 
Ata meeting of the directors, held at the Hall of Clifford’s-inn, Fleet- 
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for the purpose of registration, a fair copy would be 
BrePed into the maahiy. The map and schedule would there be 
the officer in connection with the documents of title and 
ya ampere pr of tit e, and if found correct they would be engrossed, so as 
ee ee toe taat for the register being p 
Commissioners ablic map at their command. 
then be regi opt Ee we agra eg Pe clives. to > 
proprietor the proper certificate (clause 28). For thi 
business the landowner would have to pay :— 
The charges of his solicitor ; 
The charges of his land agent or surveyor; and 
The fees of the istry, which would probably be caloulated on a 
on capital value of the estate. 
eel Weald vets wi Se of the estate and the circum- 
of each case. It would probably be least in the case of an estate of 
agricultaral land ; but even in that case, with an estate of ordinary dimensions, 
it could not fail to . Landowners now find considerable difficulty in 
their obligations. An additional burden would be felt to be 
he benefit promised by the scheme of registration of title is 
= 


- oo ear since if by any - 
persons are, as has already happened, regi as proprietors with 
an absolute title to the same land, one or other must be ejected and his title 
be defeated), the of a guaranteed title, as in the case of the Australian 


tatutes, were many of the difficulties which have rendered land- 
oy réluctant to their land on the register’ would disappear or be 


; ror if the principle were accepted, that registration of 
Serr akcabl not prejudice or detest ior existing estates or interests, but that 


the moo sige if ap for value without notice, should, if 

or receive compensation from the insurance fund, the 

— much farther in — less than an absolutely perfect 
>» Un i 


dose (in ice) now 


than the powers given him by section 
11, sub-section 3, of the Act, and mi ht act on the investigation and certificate 
of solicitors a witb the pow. “whew h title, and need not insist on much 
(if any) pu . He could, in , act as the solicitor for a purchaser acts 


secure in the knowledge that his action could not prejudice any 
owner, and that the chance of any interference by an undiscovered 
would be the same as at present; while, moreover, if an 
such interference were successful, the registered owner would be indemnified. 
‘Ef the process of registration were thus facilitated, and the needless chall 
of ye ngewe and perhaps of litigation were removed, the committee consider 
that cost of registration would be greatly reduced, and the subsequent 
dealings with _ land be much simplified. ‘They believe that under 
such a system owners would readily avail themselves of the many 
incident to registration, and that, as in the case of the Australian 
it would be found unnecessary to resort to compulsion. 
The as at t framed follows the plan of the Act, and is based 
b “hed principle that title is to be or to become absolute and indefeasible ; for 
16 the —_ Court may, in case of forgery, fraud, or 
' either direct compensation or restoration of the land 
‘according as the may think equitable under the circumstances, no 
the exercise of this discretion, which appa- 
of first registration in which an absolute or 
In the opinion of the committee the 
at least in cases of first registration, and 
left to make out a case; while, of course, the proprietor, who has 
the register, should, if innocent of the fraud or 
out of the insurance fund to which he will have con- 
Whether the Lord Chancellor adopt the f ing suggestions or 
committee are satisfied that solicitors, ahi? ill do what lies in 
power to assist in carrying out any system which Parliament may 
determine to be most for the public benefit, and the suggestions in this and 
wad eogecobeed to ths Fasmed i i irit. Perhaps the committece 
may be in this connection to quote the report of the Land Transfer 
‘Commission of 1870, w! ape of solicitors, says :—“ These gentlemen 
‘were not hostile to the plan of registration; on the contrary, they came into 


the office seriously intending to use its machinery for the benefit of their 


‘With these prefatory observations, the committee proceed to the details of 


if 
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the Bill. 
“ Constitution of Land Transfer Offiee.—The hinery ater 
consisted of vlad with the necessary staf. i isto bo abolished, 


absence of any prescribed 
urge that the 


consist ex 
of a member of the board sho 
services of the very best men in the profession. 
depend very much upon the branch offices, but the Bill does not define 
are to be the duties of the branch offices, i i 
of the district registrars, nor on what principle the district of each branch 
office is to be formed. Unless these matters are explained it is impossible to 
form a trustworthy judgment as to the probable success of the 

committee suggeet that the outlines of the arrangement pro’ for 
branch offices and transfer districts should be explained in the Bill, and 


B5.” 


Compulsory Registration.—The right to apply for registration, which by 
the Act was strictly limited, is by the Bit (ates 4) extended to “an 
person appearing to the Land Tracster Board to be interested in the land, 
and to be capable of showing a title to or a right to convey the fee simple 
of or the first estate of freehold or the whole interest in the land, whether 
with or without consent, and whether for his own benefit or not, and 
whether subject or not to incumbrances,” and as the Bill proposes to ‘put 
leasehold land on a similar footing in all respects with respect Reewel wiaten 
to freehold land, all land capable of registration may be agi with an 
absolute, qualified, or possessory tithe, and the tight to mines or minerals 


—- and may eventually become _—— 


council — S. 
transfer district is to be (clause 2) that from and after.a day to, be 
in the order every person in possession of any land in the district ¢ 
of registration must before ing, settling, mo’ i or J for 
more than twenty-one years such land be regi pee pen the 
lnad, oF have a poupelster segiswves ooo and @ proprietor of 
the land has registered a conveyance or lease exec after the 
specified day will have even less operation than a contract now has, The 

suggest that the several orders in council should always 
interval of not less than six. months between the creation of the land 
transfer district and the date after which registration is to become com- 
pulsory, in order to enable intending vendors, lessors, &.,'to prepare for and 
complete registration. or, if registration is to be made compulsory, as is 
at present the scheme of the Bill, it is evident that when the com 
clause first comes into operation there will necessarily be an enormous 
number of applications poured into the register office, and, u 
time is given for preparation and organisation, the 
the district will fall heavily into arrears, and the ao at once acquire a 
bad name, which will — pany Pe canggA DE a ole ‘ 
rinciple pe anagem i e grantor, y by 
a will therefore ae, as a general rule, a double 5 epee 
advantages of which the committee fail reciate. e@ CO 
desire to repeat their opinion, which is 
societies, that registration, if made compulso: 
first dealing with land after the estab 
it is situate, and that the duty of registration 
and not on the grantor. Take, for exam je, the case of the sale 
a small piece of land, part of a large estate. the ‘scheme pro 
the Bill be adopted, the owner of the my estate id pro 
advised not to mn under the new system registering himself 
prietor of the ent proposed to be , bat to ‘comply 
requirements of the Act as to his whole estate; and this 
in accordance with the spirit and intention of the’ Bill. 
sale of the small piéce would either be dela 
been regi , Or it would be abandoned by 
trouble and of registration. 
ever, to be deli 


y intended. For 
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oa habit of looking out in November for adv 


‘appears to be left to the rules. The committee see 
eee given by clause 15, sub-section 3, to persons absent 


ite original 
the result of an application involving probably considerable discussion, if 
stand, the even 


“Clause (clause 19), if the boundaries as entered in the 
(whether apparently by reason of mistake’ at the time of eon ys ya 
the Statute of 








ister; for it may well happen'that the trusteés ma 
aduty in 


right to apply for registration is by the new sub-section Bre 
for life who su to settle land before trustees of 
the death of the preceding tenant for life there were no trustees) have 
appointed. And in the case of a person entitled under a defeasance, the 
uty of registration is thrown on the successor and not on the trustees. ‘ The 
committee suggest that, inasmuch as the registration of a proprietor as 
tenant for life nesessarily implies the existence of a words should 
be introduced to relieve a purchaser or other dealer with the land from being 
affected with notice of the trusts of that instrument. 6, the pro- 
visions of which in the Bill as originally introduced ‘conflicted ‘with the 
visions of section 30, has been aay tedtawn, and is now clause 8. As 
now drawn, it is confined to the object of giving to the personal representatives 
of a sole registered proprietor, or the survivor of several persia proprie- 
tors, the right to deal with the land or charge, and omits 
liability of real estate to debts, which is a matter dealt with in a subsequent 
the Bill. The doubt suggested in the of the co 

e effect of registration was not simply to record the state of the title at the 

of ‘registration without forbidding the continuance of all future 
dealings morn | to the present system of conveyancing, is admitted to have 
been well founded, and clause 9'is intended to remove bere 2 
that nothing in section 49 or any other part of’the principal Act ena 
any legal estate or interest in’ any registered land or charge to be conferred 
ps fo than ‘by a registered disposition. 

Confirmation of Possessory or Qualified. Titlé.—Part IIT. of the ‘Bill iritro- 
duces an.entirely new mode of acquiring ‘an absolute title without (a 
parently) much, if any, investigation of title except by or on behalf of the 
applicant himself. Any person registered with a possessory or bee title 
(and it may probably be assumed that most registrations will ‘be with pos- 
sessory title as least costly and troublesome), may (clause 10) apply for con- 
frmation of his title as an absolute title at the expiration of five years from 
the date of publication of the first notice. The application is to be accom- 

by an affidavit with prescribed particulars, and after the 

of olive years ame Oe first Peay of xotice + Fig ap 
applicant may, in the absence of any effectual opposi registered as an 
absolute owner. The notices are to be pu in the month of November 
in each of the five years. It appears to the committee that the scheme for 
confirmation of a possessory or qualified title involves a very important 
alteration of the law, and one which is liable to grave risk of abuse, 
introduction of ‘a new clause (clause 16), authorising the Land Transfer 
Board on such an application to grant a qualified title only, and not 
necessarily an absolute one, as originally contemplated, is a improve- 
one and safeguard. But the re do not see an: eg re — fa 

owing a title originally registered as posséssory, an ore with but 
slight evidence, to become either absolute or qualified, i.¢., absolute except 
Dre certain persons, after so short a period as five years, or at any 

orter 
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period than is required by the Statute of Limitations for the time | this 


being in force, If the period fixed by the Statute of Limitations is deemed 
too long, it should be shortened by a general Act; and the Committes 
deprecate the introduction of two miodes of ‘limitation, the one by lapse of 
time a genérally, and the other by advertisement applicable only to 
Fee estates, . They regret that the Bill does not make it necessary that 

e solicitor for the applicant should concur in the affidavit, as is required by 
the rules under the Act. It has been suggested to the committee that the 
month of November would be an inconvenient month for the advertisements, 
in consequence of the number of railway notices which appear at that time, 
But the committee incline to the opinion that it is on tne whole desirable 
to have a fixed month for all such notices, and the public now i 
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ocality. ‘The clauses have been carefully revised, so as to 
discretion in the Land ‘Transfer Board, and to 
who yer have peck wed eens ang’ the rea 
a change of proprietorship should not determine plication 
the successor should be at liberty to continue, has been alae 
sub-section 6). Clause 9, sub-section 3, has been strack 
provision is made for costs in connection with ay peti 
ing the title, and this, in common wi 
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nited Kingdom in the service of the Crown,’’ and think that the 
eeengg (if necessary at all) should be extended to all persons out of 
m. 


boundaries, —This of the Bill has been greatly altered since 
original introduction, but is even less likely to be often made use of than 
its original shape. For the clauses as originally drawn promised finality, 
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not actual litigation, But, as the clauses now boundaries 
when ascertained and entered in the register are not conclusive. By thenew 


accordance with the actual boundaries as enjoyed by the 
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Bill provides for the establishment of an in 
fund by means of an insurance fee upon first registration with _ 
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clause 35 provides an appeal against the refusal of an application to register, | Land Transfer Board, who are to inform' the Commissioners of ‘Inland 
which is certainly necessary, and was not before given. The power of the| Revenue, and the caution is to ph ai end of six months unless 
Lord Chancellor to make rules from time to time is very wide, and is in some | renewed by the commissioners, who may not. without ial leaye renew 
respects extended by the revised clause, but sub-section 10 of the original | after the expiration of two years from the date of the original entry. 


which conferred — the Lord Chancellor actual legislative power, 
struck out, and the suggestion made by the council that Parliament 
have express and not merely implied power to annul any rules has 
Bat it may be doubted whether under the clause as now 
clause 37 (2)) the functions of the Houses of Parliament are not 
the udoption or rejection of the rules as a whole, and this might, 
in the case of the first rules, which must necessarily be voluminous, 
extremely inconvenient, since, in order to strike out a particular rule or 
of rules, Parliament would be compelled to annul the whole. The com- 
suggest that the clause should be altered in this respect, and allow 
to annul or modify all or any of the rules laid before the House. 
ittee feel bound to repeat the objection which appears to them 
vesting the power of making rules in the Lord Chancellor alone. 
character of the measure, and the greater or less success of the 
scheme, will depend to a very great extent upon the rules issued 
time to time for tke guidance of applicants and of the board. Scarcely 
@ clause of the Bill purports to do any act except in “the prescribed 
manner,” or on “the prescribed conditions,” or within “the prescribed 
time,” and it is not too much to say that the framer of the rules can 
extend or materially diminish the scope and effect of the Bill when 
into law. No doubt the Lord Chancellor will act upon the best in- 
é ion, and the rules when issued may, if open to grave objection, be 
annulled by Parliament ; but the remedy is not one to be relied on, and the 
Committee entertain strongly and unanimously the opinion that the rules 
should be framed by the Land Transfer Board, assuming its constitution to 
be strengthened as already suggested, or at all events by a tribunal on which 
ee a and solicitors are represented, and should be submitted 
the Chancellor for approval and issue. Upon the importance of 
some such restriction the committee refer to the unanimous expression of 
ion obtuined from the country law societies. The committee strongly 
that the rules, however and by whomsoever framed, should be issued 
in the hands of the profession and the public not less than six months 
2 the issue of any order in council declaring the registration of land 
compulsory, so that preparation may be made for the revolution in dealing 
with property in that district which such a declaration will involve. Unless 
this, or some such sufficient period, is allowed, the commencement of the new 
cs will inevitably be marked by extreme confusion, and disappointment, 
neither officials nor practitioners will have any previous knowledge of 
the work which they are expected to perform. The Bill alone without the 
rules contains nothing but a bare outline indicating the framework of the 
intended ation and procedure, leaving all details (and in such a 
s are all important) to be “‘ prescribed.” 

The Committee further urge that the costs to be charged by solicitors in 
respect of registration and the dealings with registered land should be fixed 
by the special tribunal constituted under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act. 
Amendments of Law of Real Property.—The Bill proposes to abolish all 

, Fules, or canons of descent as regards real estate ; gives to 
representatives of a copyholder a year within which to 
of the copyhold land without taking admission; empowers per- 
representatives to appropriate real or personal estate in satisfaction 
of a legacy or share in residue ; assimilates, except on one point, the rules of 
and administration of real and personal estate on the death of the 
; enlargesall estates tail which could without any consent be barred 
estates in fee simple absolute without any deed ; declares that expres- 
sions ee ee ay Act would have created an estate tail shall create 
an in simple ; repeals the Statute of Westminster the 2nd, and 
authorises the redemption out of capital of improvement rent hose 
or permanent. The idments authorising the appropriation of 
or share of residue, enlarging estates tail into estates in fee simple, 
and authorising the redemption of rent es out of capital, are retrospective. 
‘The last-mentioned amendment was brought before the Lord Chancellor by 
the council quite recently. The amendments introduced into the Bill go 
much further than was originally contemplated, and assimilate the devolution, 
om the death of the proprietor, of real and personal estate for all purposes, ex- 
agra estate is to remain liable to succession duty, and is not to become 
pt Pn gmayhet legacy duty, and that a surviving wife or husband is to 
e intestacy to a life interest in the husband’s or wife's real 
estate, with } ogg saving the rights of persons married before the 
passing of the and of infants and lunatics (clause 39, sub-sections (2) 
The committee think that the law should either be made the 
game as to both real and personal estate, or should be left as at present, and 
that the provision by which a life interest in real estate is given to a 
surviving husband or wife is open to serious objection. No obligation is 
the surviving parent to maintain the children (if any) out of the 
the intestacy of a husband, his widow would be entitled to 
income whether she were the mother of his children or not, and whether 
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recommend i 
the distribution of real estate be sanctioned, the w “ pari passu with 
his personal estate,” which would greatly fetter the discretion of the 
personal representatives of the deceased proprietor, should be struck out of 
Clause 42, sub-section 1, and that as far as possible the administration of 
veal and personal estate should be identical. The powers given in the Bill 
pes ~ ee ee ee 
deceased purpose of appropriation in 
snodlted by" the i i 





The caution is to be removed on satisfaction of the duty. The 
clause is intended to render impossible, as — purchasers or grantees, 
the hardship of stale or dormant claims for duty, but its practical working 
is not clear. The enlargement of estates tai] into ubsolute estates in fee 
simple, without any disentailing assurance, is fas aye! modified, so as to 
provide for the continuance of the entail not only in the case of a tenant 
in tail in possession at Re pes oe oe bat. also in the case of a 
tenant in tail of unsound mind entitled in reversion at the date of the ‘Act, 
and then and thenceforth until he becomes tenant in tail in possession. The 
section enlarging a base fee into a fee simple absolute has been struck out. 
The clause abolishing future estates tail has been. strengthened, and another 
clause added, extending the alteration of the law to lands of copyhold 
tenure. With the passing of the Act, therefore, estates tail will, except in 
the case of existing settlements, be no longer known to the English law. 

Discontinuance of Registries of Deeds.—Power is taken to close local 
registries as to past only of the land within their districts, if such part 
is within a land transfer district. In the clause (49, sub-section (1)) pro- 
viding for the existing staff of existing registry offices, the words (p. 24, 
line 8) ‘“‘if he so consents,” which ap in the draft amendments have 
been inadvertently left out, and should be inserted after the word “or” in 
that line. The remainder of the clause is unaltered. 

Supplemental Provisions.—The committee refer te their observations on 
clause 37 as to the extreme importance of allowing a sufficient interval to 
elapse before registration is in any district made compulsory. But the Land 
Transfer Board, if constituted at once, and entrusted with the prepara- 
tion of the rules, must of course come into office as soon after 
the i of the Act as ible. An addition (sub-section 4) 
has Soe "shite to clause 53, to which, if the committee rightly 
apprehend its effect, they entertain very strong objection. The clause 
deals with the remuneration of the members and officers of the Land 
Transfer Board, and goes on to provide that “any officers employed on behalf 
of applicants for registration, or other persons dealing with.the Land Transfer 
Office, may be remunerated by the payment of such fees by the parties as ma 
be prescribed.” This proviso appears to point to the establishment of officia 
authorised to transact for reward the business of the Land Transfer Office ; 
and it is obvious that such a system would be extremely anfair to 
solicitors, and would, as has been previously found to be the case, lead 
to touting of a very objectionable character. The committee do not, 
of course, desire to limit the right of any proprietor to transact his 
own business without employing an agent of any kind. But if an 
agent be employed, and is to be remunerated for the services which 
he may render, the committee feel bound to claim that the business of 
conveyancing for fee or reward which has up to the present time been 
exclusively entrusted to solicitors should continue to be so entrusted. Public 
policy has hitherto dictated this course as the best in the public interest, 
and solicitors as a body have, in consequence of their exclusive*privileges, 
been subjected to summary discipline and to numerous restrictions, They 
have to undergo a prolonged professional educatian and severe examinations, 
and their remuneration, instead of being, as in other professions, fixed by 
themselves, is carefully limited by statute. The committee contend that it 
would be manifestly unfair and unreasonable to introduce, as part of a 

enerally compulsory scheme, provisions tending to place the con- 
fact of much, if not the greater part, of the conveyancing business 
of the country into official hands. The change would o 
with special hardship on solicitors practising in the country or in 
small practice. Moreover, on public grounds, and for guaranteeing as 
much as possible the bona fides and accuracy of dealings with land, it is 
im) t that those who practise in land transfer business should be respon~- 
sible and well trained ; ik that all transactions should be conducted through 
a solicitor, who would identify the parties, and be amenuble as an officer of 
the court for any irregularity. If the committee have correctly appreciated 
the intention of the proviso cited, they feel that on this point every possible 
opposition should be offered to the Bill. In clause 56, in addition to district 
registrars of the High Court, there are inserted as officers which may be made 
auxiliary to the Land Transfer Board, “clerks of the peace, clerks of Land 
Tax Commissioners, clerks to justices, or ener of county courts.”’ 

Miscellaneous.—Clause 62 has been introduced to complete the assimilation 
of real and personal estate, and provides that the word “heirs” shall con- 
tinue to take effect as a word of limitation only, for the purpose of deter- 
mining the quantity of the estate or interest to be taken by the person in 
connection with whose name the word is used; but when used for the purpose 
of desi ing a class intended to take beneficially, shall, in documents exe- 
cuted before the passing of the Act, have the same meaning as at present ; 
but in documents executed after the of the Act shall, unless a con- 
trary intention appears, be construed to refer to the next of kin, according to 
the statute of distribution, The Bill is to be construed as one with the Act 
of 1875, and is to come into operation on the Ist January, 1888. 

First Schedule.—The additional object of the insurance fund (sub-section 
(2)) suggests that the difficulty inherent’ in an indefeasible title begins to be 
evident to the framers of the Bill, and that the idea of a guaranteed title is 

ining ground. For this sub-section contemplates compensation to a regis- 
ar proprietor because his title was in some way vitiated by 
fraud, forgery, or error, and the real owner has been reinstated. The cost 
of insurance is somewhat reduced by the new proviso on p. 33, which pro- 
vides that where a transfer for valuable consideration is made within three 
months after first registration, no insurance fee shall be payable upon such 


transfer. Sub-section C, as originally dra ved a person of any claim 
Yod to ¢ the act, neglect, or a 


to compensation, if he had contributed to the by 
default of himself or his agent. But as revised, the aggrieved person is to 
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compensation to the person 
amount of the ae hme Mg charge. ie hte ae pe pining 
ee ee eee or building, and had laid out money 

and was then dispossessed, the purchase given for 

would be a very inadequate compensation. 
recommendation that, if the proposed scheme of insurance be retained, power 
should be given toa proprietor of land toincrease the amount of 
by increasing his premium and filing a declaration of increased value in the 
prescribed manner. 
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THE COUNTRY LAW SOCIETIES ON THE LAND 
TRANSFER BILL. 


An appendix to the report of the Committee of the Incorporated Law 

Society contains an epitome of the replies and observations of the 

country law societies to and upon the queries submitted by the Incor- 
d Law Society. These queries were as follows :— 

1, Whether, assuming registration of title to be desirable, the modifica- 
tion of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, pro by the Land Transfer Bill, 
1887, is the best scheme possible, and, if not, what improvements would be 
desirable ? 

2. Whether the system of registration of title ought to be made com- 


ulsory ? 

: 3. Whether a Land Transfer Board and its branches, formed in the 
manner suggested in the Bill, would be able to despatch and deal 
promptly with the multitude of transactions in land which each day 
press for settlement ? 

4. What effect the system proposed is likely to have on the cost of con- 
veyancing, especially in transactions under £200 ? 

5. Whether the ae proposed for the conversion of possessory or 
qualified titles into absolute titles is likely to work well? 

6. Whether the plan proposed for conclusively settling boundaries is 
likely to work well? 

7. Whether the plan proposed for an insurance fund is well adapted 
and sufficient to meet the dangers arising from fraud or mistake ? 

8. Whether the proposed composition of the Land Transfer Board is 
eres or whether it would be capable of any, and what improve- 
ment 

9. Whether the power of making the rules by which the system of 
registration, confirmation of title, and transfer of land and is to 
be formed and regulated, ought to be vested in the Lord Chancellor alone, 
or whether the concurrence should be required of any other authority ? 

10. Whether it is desirable that real estates should vest on the death of 
the owner in his personal representatives ? 

11. Whether is desirable that, on the death intestate of a landowner, 
his real estate should be divided between his next of kin by his personal 
representatives as if it were personal estate ? 

12. Whether it is desirable that estates tail should be abolished ? 

Twenty-one replies were received, of which we hope hereafter to pub- 
lish an analysis. The result of the replies may be thus summed up— 

A large majority of the replies are, on the assumption that registration 
of title is to be adopted, in favour of the scheme of the Bill, but stress 
is laid on the importance of a Consolidation Act (which the Lord 
Chancellor has since promised) and of numerous | registries with 
small districts. On the question whether or not the system should be 
compulsory, there is some difference of opinion, 15 being against and 
5 in favour of that course, while the view is more than once expressed 
that registration, if compulsory, should be applicable to 
re only, and be in respect of the next dealing after the panting of the 

ct. 

Fears are expressed that the system will be choked with the volume of 
iy — . mg re gene ss, er and have but small dis- 

cts attached to them, and unless the knowledge of practising 
solicitors be utilized. : 

That registration must involve increased cost and delay is the almost 
unanimously expressed opinion, and special stress is laid wu this in 
small transactions which are so numerous in the country. 
of Birmingham and Preston give valuable details upon point. 

Opinions are divided, but are, on the whole, adverse to the 
plan by which prossessory or qualified titles are made con ble into 
absolute titles, and fears are expressed that it would facilitate fraud, and 
would not be found useful enough to justify the cost and risk. 

Not one of the societies is in favour of the plan for conclusively — 
boundaries, and fears are evidently felt that, if the plan should be adopted, 
much litigation would certainly result. 

The insurance fund is generally admitted to be a necessary part of 
the scheme, but objection is taken to its cost being thrown u land- 
owners, who are compelled to register, instead of upon the and to 
the high rate of premiums. 

Thecomposition of the Land Transfer Board is not considered eryrye 
The expression in the memorandum prefixed to the Bill that it w 
consist of ‘‘ persons of experience in o and administration as 
well as in conveyancing,” is quoted, the societies are unanimous in 

that volloitors who necessarily ha experience, 


should form part of the board. 
There is a strung feeling that the power of making rules should not be 
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vested in the Lord Chancellor alone, but in ‘a board 


ont sition Saas eres: pert, 
The three elterations in the law referred to in questions 10, 11, and 12 
are almost a the societies 

the question one of rather of law. 


consider 
In addition to replies the epediic, questions, most of the socialise: 








the Bill clauses in it, and these 

expressed a -3—~ 

mental report. 

LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 
Mr. J Roxanp Putters, for the 
‘of West Ham, died on the after a illness. 
Mr. wee te ee ee a ee 
P eacien, ond, was See ee ae SS ae 
Lincoln’s- Trinity Term, 1870, practised 
South Wales and Chester Circuit. nwes ion come Gas on moana ae 
the Wzzxty Rerosrsr. Mr. Se ee See 
Glamorganshire,”’ “ Civil War ae ee See 
other h ical works. In 1881 he was appointed Sir 
Harcourt to the office of stipendiary magistrate at West Ham. Mr. 
Phillips was a magistrate for the county of Essex. At the West Ham 
Bishop Culpeper dept stipendiary ies eta bees, slab se the 
cour is homas of the industry cmon OS. 
‘ - 

which ha¢ characterized his magisterial career. Mr. was married 
in 1873 to the daughter of Mr, Hargreaves, of Nebraska, U.8. 


Mr. Joun Wrix1ams, solicitor, town clerk of Brecon, died at that 
on the 27th ult. after a somewhat long illness. Mr. Williams wan > 
in 1829. He was admitted a solicitor in 1861, been articled to 


Michaelmas T 1863, and he practised for several years on the Western 
Circuit and at the Devonshire Sessions. In 1880 he was ted Crown 
co ae following sires eppotnted to act as Chief Justice of 
e. was as 
the West Africun and in 1882 he received a 
intment as Chief Justice. deceased had twice 


ernment of the West African Settlements, and he was a member of 
the Executive and Legislative Councils. 


Mr. Wri11am Parser Jouiirrs, barrister, died suddenly at Bournemouth 
on the 31st ult. at the age of seventy-four. Mr. Jolliffe was the son 
of Mr. Christopher Jolliffe, of Tosh, and was born in 1813. 
Ee ae meat acs to oe co a 1839, and he had 

or many years as an conveyancer. " 
Folie hed been stunding counsel to the Gonsmmers of Gesen Anne’ 


Bounty since 1878, he was selected a bencher of Gray’s-inn in 

1875, and he was a member of the Council of Education. He was 
to the of the Rev. Penny, but he 

became a widower in 1884. . Jolliffe was buried on the 4th inst. 

Mr. Roxta Rovss, barrister, died at Fern Hill, Melton, Suffolk, on the 
aed, iat, to Sie Ce Mr. Rouse was the son of Mr. 
William of eton, Suffolk, and was born in 1805. He was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1839, and he 
was known as the author of several legal including “The 
Practical Man,"’ ‘‘ The mg pe and ‘‘The Copyhold En- 
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Mr. Joux Huxruars Hopsox, solicitor » firm of Hinckley & 
Hedeoa) of Liable bee been lected Tote Clack of that 
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ssion to Mr: Charles Simpson, resigned. Mr. Hodson was admitted a his researches, The results of his in vestigations, as given by the Times,: 
Sister tn 1861 , pee ry Paige of the ware results a She : Mess often ae oe 
‘ . prison jonally | on good » ear wary rat 
ie Frsommsoe Tomar, Hans, lion of Tota bas bean op; | oped carne of shir erga sotspony dod sex, tt one of te chi 
under the Judicatare Acts, in succession to his partner, | 4 ects of English procedure, in regard to eriminals, onto: pip, gem 

the late Mr. Theodore Bryett. Mr. Hare was admitted a solicitor in 1862 cpemnes of the anger 7 sy ae Kg tangy ne 1 euserians 

clerk ti Totnes Burial Board magistra ; e institution o office of rosecator, ob 
etn cory iy rg trac! “yy so hopefully looked to, as holding out a ee better things, has resulted 
“Mr. Joux Srovrs Nicuorson, solicitor, of Sunderland, has been | so disappointingly... He dwells upon fhe f that an arrangement which 
ted Clerk to the Boldon School Board. Mr. Nicholson was ad- | throws upon private citizens, however and ignorant and otherwise occu- 
@ solicitor in 1884. pied, the expensive burden of setting the law in operation for the vindication 
Mr. Tuomas Mace, solicitor (of the firm of Kilby & Mace), of Banbury, | of their —_ ordinary rights rd a - gre with mosh: denge: ep ie 

i ill | justice to the community, an n urnish impunity 

izing es en eee a een a instances and to Tadict cruel wrongs on helpless sufferers. The work 


barrister. been : also contains interesting observations on many other matters, including 
kote Cdn of low South noes has appointed Attorney-General prison labour, reformatory and industrial schools. 


Mr. Wii Srzzp, Q.0., has been appointed an Examiner for the | 
degree of B.O.L. at the University of Oxford. 


Mr. Anravr Wri Crawizy Boxvy, barrister, has been appointed 
to actas a Police Magistrate at Bombay. Mr. Boevy is the fourth son 
of Sir Martin Crawley Boevy, Bart., and was born in 1873. He was 
educated at Balliol College, Oxford, and he was called to the bar at 
Léncoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1868. He has been for many years a 
member of the Bombay Civil Service. 






























COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 

























Date. AppEaL Count APPEAL Count Mr. Jus Mr. Justice 
Mr. Hanzy Prarson Brocxizssy, solicitor (of the firm of Brocklesby, No. 1. No.2. Kay. uM metry 
Ley, & Brocklesby), of 9, Walbrook, has been appointed a Commissioner | Mon., June 18 Mr. Leach =e Mr. by *. Goan, 
for taking Afidavits and Acknowledgments in the High Court of Judios- Tuesday 4 Godtrey Beal Ward Godtrey 
tare Thursday..16 Ward h King Leach 
Mr. Luwis Exaxvnt, solicitor (of the firm of Emanuel & Simonds), of | Eriday.- 17 Clowes Beal — fone” 
36, Finsbury-circus, has been appointed a Commissioner for taking Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
wits in the Supreme Court of the Colony of South Australia. | ORTH. STIRLING. 
cotibins 3 Mr. Mr. Pemberton 
Mondey, qane coprentee 2 Mr ioe avis r Clowes 
ednesda: « 15 ackson Carrington berton 
yr | be . - 1 Koe Barnet Clowes 
GENERAL, | Friday sescceseesersees haieotue 37 Jackson m he 
| 
The annual general meeting of the bar will be held in the old dining | 58748 ++ wale ee arama 
hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on Satarday, the 18th inst., when 8 resolution will be | ne 
— toalter the date of the annual meeting to the last Saturday in | 
Hilary Sitting:. COURT OF APPEAL. 
Professional a Peer to iar off. Rumour has it that several | TRINITY SITTINGS, 1887. 
of the to tations to the festivities issued by the Incorporated | g Not1cz.—Queen’s Bench Final Appeals in Court I., and Chancery 
Law were headed “* Re the Entertainments”; and that at least one ‘aguante (Beneeel List) in Court 11., will Sv aiend on the usual days during 
gentleman accepted the invitation to one banquet expressly ‘‘ without | Trinity 8 ° 
prejudice” to his chances of the other. Queen’s Bench Interlocutory Appeals in Court I., and Chancery Interlocatory 


The.Jimes.announces the death, at Leipsic, of the eminent German pro- 
fessor of jurisprudence, Dr. Johann Ernst Otto Stobbe. He was the author 
of.a lazge number of valuable works, besides being the editor of the Zeitschrift 
fir Deutsches Recht 


"Phe contract for the erection of the Victoria Law Courts, at Birmingham, 
of which the foundation-stone was laid by the Queen a couple of months ago, 
y been assigned to Mr. John Bowen, of Birmingham, the sum being 

8,869. 


In order to avoid a contest, Mr. F. W. Maclean, Q.C., M.P., Mr. E. Cutler, 
QC., and Messrs. A: Underhill, S. Hall, and F. Evans have withdrawn their 
names from the list of candidates for election as members of the Bar Com- 
mittee, and there will consequently be no necessity for a poll. 


The. Times says :—‘‘ It is generally well worth while to consider attentively 
i at the annnal meetings of the Incorporated Law Society. 
ly do fail to elucidate points of —— importance. Their discus- 
sions, an unfriendly critic might say, at express only the opinions of a 
. union ; but, at all events, it is an enlightened trade union, 
which disctisses matters affecting the legal profession in no narrow, purely 
cost-making spirit. Its work in past years stands out in favourable contrast 
to that most feeble of institutions, the Bar Committee, which, as far as is 
known, has yet done little more than indulge in querulous wails as 
ion of patronage or puny unnoticed suggestions. . . . Probably 
there never was a time when there was so little energy directed to legal reform 
as now. The movement for which Lord Selborne did so much, and which 
resulted in the Judicature Acts, has long spent its force. In the House of 
Commons there is no interest in the matter, and no measure of legal reform 
has the remotest chance of passing. In regard to criminal law, for example, 
there is an absolute stoppage. Even a small, unobjectionable measure of 
reform such as Lord Bramwell’s Bill for easing the work of assizes by extend- 
the jurisdiction of justices to burglary meets with opposition. Some of 
old agencies for legal reform no longer exist ; the Juridical Society, for 
which did good work in its time, is dead, and nothing has taken its 
pad for the activity of the Incorporated Law Society, legal reform as 
once understood—the efforts of legal experts to improve law—would be 
almost extinct.” 


i 


“There has just been published in Germany a work on the penal and pri 
system of England, from the pen of 2 Prussian judge, Dr. P. F. Aschrott, 


entitled “ een Meena und Gefingnisswesen in England.” In order to 
and requisite information for the preparation of this 
volume its anthor visited this country two years ago, and 
of the authorities was furnished with every facility for the a 
= pers commission of 
advantage in pur- 


the 


e 


ment of his His own official position and his 
‘@yuizy front the German Government afforded him grea 





Appeals in Court IL, will be taken on the first dey of the Sittinzs, also in 
Court I, om the second day (Wednesday), and as usual, every 
ete during the Sittings. Bankruptcy Appeals also, as usual, on Fridays 
ourt i 

A from the Lancaster Palatine Court if eny) ‘which have been passed 
over in the General List, will be taken in I, on Thursday, June 9h, 
and Thursday, July 7th, and Thursday, August 4th. 

Admiralty Appeals (with Assessors 


The ) will be taken in Court I. on days to be 
specially appointed by the court. 


APPEALS FOR HgARING. 
(Set down to Wednesday, June Ist, inclusive.) 

FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

For Hearing. 
(General List.) . 

Lord Camoys v Mayor, &c of Burslem of pltfi from judg of V C Bacon 
(part heasd Feb 2, 1866, by Master of Ro Lorde Justices Lindley & Lopes— 

to report—report filed—s o till appln made to restore). . 

Societe Generale de Paris v Dreyfus Bros & Co cont defte Dreyfus Bros & Co, 

from order of Mr. Justice Pearson, dated 26 March 1885 April 1, 1885 


1886. 


mpan Fraternity of Free Fishermen, &c. of Faversham & Co's Acts 
erty Ay up order dated March 30, made by Mr, 


of the winding 
Tostice Kay Dori 14 (advanced by order) 
In re The Oil Refi Co id & Co.’s Acts Me OYE Arnot from 
refusal of Mr. Justice North, dated Nov 3,1886 (Order by consent March 17— 


restored by order 
Do Minny Gonshe’ app.ef Mennsl A. Condha, tail Addinds kis wile from order 
> 


é 


Justice Stir dated April 29 Chief Clerk’s Certificate and 
ai of cota Juan Joes do la T May 13 (to be in paper on 
June order ’ 

In re Herbert H dec vs of dite from jdgt of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated 1 y, 1886 “Thos 7s O yoding arrangements) 

1887. — 

Jones vy Baldock oy eee Rathbone from jdgt of Mr Justice Chitty, 
dated 22 July, 1 Jan 8 

Thomas v of dft from intas sf Mr Justice Pearson, dated 16 
March 1886 2 “eecurity ordered 2 ) 

Metzlers (exors) v Chappell of exors of Chappell from order of Mr Justice 


, dated 19 Nov, 1886, disallowing itews in account Feb 6 


In re -Strattman, dec -Steattman vy Walford & ors 
from af VC 12; 1886 Feb 19 
a ee ee Seat fa a a ae 








Co v Pinto & sp? of 
Kekewich, dated 17 eb, 1887 Feb 
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In re Avery’s Patent, No. ; 

lta from refusal of Ms Juston Sti , dated 23 Feb, 1887, to revoke respt 
+ t ' 

Sects Sena of plt (in forma pauperis) from judgt of V C Bacon, dated 


15 Feb, 1886 Feb 26 : 
In re Joha Smith, dec Smith v Daniell spp of pit fom Jutgt of Mr Justice 
Kekewich (sitting in chmbrs for Mr Justice Kay), deted 8 Feb, 1887" Feb 28 
oe app of dft from jadgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 11 Jan 
1887 

Thomas Weidben v Scattergood of dft Alice Scattergood from j of Mr 
Justice Stirling, dated 24 Jaly, 1886. March’9 (coonrine ordered Maceh 33) 

J W Weldhen v Scattergood app of dft Alice Soattergood from jadgt ‘of Mr 
Jastice Stirling, dated 24 Taly. 886 March 9 Baie ordered March 

— ms Rg of pit from judgt of Justice North, dated 1 Feb- 
iuary r 

Seguin v Deugars (on behalf, &0) app of dftGG Daugars from judgt of Mr 

ustice Kekewich, dated 4 Feb 1887 March 12 (security ordered 14 ye 

In re G W Marrett, dec Chalmers v Wingfield app of plt from refusal 
Justice Stirling to vary Chief Clerk’s certificate, dated 21 Feb, 1887 March 14 

Talbot v Talbot app of J L Frere from order of Mc Justice Chitty, dismissing 
petition March 17 

Sheppard, on behalf, &0, vy The Scinde, Punjaub, & Delhi Ry Co app of pits 
from jndgt of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 16 Feb, 1887 March 23 

In re T J Coward, dec Coward v Larkman (construction) app of aftC M 
Larkman from judgt of Mr Justice Kay, dated 19 Feb, 1887 March 23 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY) DIVISIONS. 


For Hearing. 
1886. 
oO v Beaumont & anr app of pit from judgt of Lord J ustice Fry at trial in 
Meddléres without a jury ie si - ™ 


ug 
Messenger v M app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice A L Smith at trial 
at Carlisle Nov 1 


1887. 

Casebourne & Co & Dorman Long & Co v Avery & ors Owners SS Chadwick & 
aur app of dfts R P Houston & Co from jdgt of Mr Justice Cave at trial at 
Leeds without ajury Jan 13 

Taylor v Haigh app of plt from jdgt of Mr Justice Grantham 4&t trial at Leede 
withouta jury Jan 27 

Waller v The Northern Accident Insurance Co, 1d app of defts from jadg: of 
Mr Justice Cave at trial at Newcastle-on-Tyne withouta jury Feb 10 (8 O 
till June 18 by order 

Darrant v Holdsworth & anr app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew at 
trial without a jury in Middx Feb 10 

Canning v Turner &anr app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Day at trial at 
Newoastle-on-Tyne with ajury Feb 10 

Calvert v Thomas & Lloyd app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice A L Smith 
at trial at Liverpool without ajary Feb 11 

Gribble vy Brunton, Bourke & Co opp of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew 
at trial in Middx withouts jury Feb 12 

of plt from jadgt of Mr Justice Denman at trial at Croydon 

with a a 16 

a 7 \. app of plt from judgt of Baron Pollock at trial without a jury in 

Fison &Cov Brabyn app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham at trial at 
Ipswich without ajury Feb 17 

Ship Bertha (claim for loss of life) Sellstrom & ors v Bristol Steam Navgn Co 
app of plte from judgt of Mr Justice Butt, dated Mar 23, 1886. Feb 18 (with- 
out assessors—S O pending appl to House of Lords in Ship Besnina) 

Mao Iver and ore v Mac Iver app of pt from judgt of, Mr Justice A L Smith, 
at trial at Liverpool without ajary Feb 22 

Ship Sara (claim by master) Baker v The Owners of Sara app of dfts (inter- 
veners) from judgt of Mr Justice Batt, dated Feb 14, 1887 Feb 23 (without 
assessors. 


) 

Jones vJonn app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen, at trial at Cardiff 
without ajury Feb 23 ‘ 

Lishman v Christie app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Cave, at trial at New- 
castle-on-Tyne with a special jury Feb 28 

The Chi Galvanizing Co v J Batt & Co appof pits from judgtof Mr 
Justice A L Smith, at trial at Liv l without ajury Marl 

Attwells v Blows & anr app of dft Blows from jadgt of Mr Jastice Day, at trial 
in Middx Magers St er8 (8 O during bkoy of deft Blows 

A Jones & Co, ld v Whitaker app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen, at 
trial in Middx without a jury Mar 10 

Thornton ¢ Baker app of pit from jadgt of Mr Justice Field, at trial at Not- 
tingham without a jury Mar 10 

The nic and General Life Assurance Co, ld v Pike app of plt Co from judgt 
of Mr Justice Day, at trial without a jury Mar 11 

Pearman v Burdett-Coutts app of pit from part of jadgt of Mr Jastice Grove, 
at trial as to costs Mar 15 

Smith v Hobbs app of dft from order of Justices Cave and Wills on special case 
and judat thereon Mar 17 

James v Bishop app of deft from jadgt of Mr Justice W...» st trial at Cardiff 
without a jury h 21 

Guardians of Poor of Worcester Union v Guardians of Poor of «carish of Bir- 

ham (Q B Crown Side) app of Worcestet Guardians from Justices A L 
coe Ty Grantham affirming order of Justices on special case from Sessions 
arc 


Crears ¥ B th Bxor) & { pit trom order of Justices 
"Day and Wills & ng andere cad judge at Wlaeoton tld by Mt 


Wight v Shaw opp 


Justice A L Smith at Carlisle with a jury 
Ro: v The Mutual Loan. Fund Associaton ld app of deft from judgt of Baron 
Win Lowhs fore ¥en tear a, of Borough of Swansea of defts from 
adgt of Mr Justice Matow at fll at Swann witht Jury ey 
er. v Mc ore from udgt Baron 
Middiems witht © Jury” Math 2 
Zo be continued, 


In re Meyrick Hartmann Gillett v 
Race Weardale Iron ld act wits 
we ST Cn obo W hee 


v Stuart act 

Native Guano Cold v Sewage Marine 
Cold act wits 

Venn v Hendriks act wits — 
Russell vy Lamb actanimfj wits 
Blair v Deakin Eden vy Deakin act 
wits pthd 

Magnus v Queensland National Bank 


act, wits 
Elmore v Pirrie act wits 
Atkinson 


act wits 
v Newitt act wits 
ny ina Bigwood v Bond act & 


m 

McDonald v Towerzey act, wits 

Harrison v Spitz act wits 

Harries dbectle 'Hiasdbettie ¥ Hand- 
bottle act wits 


act 
Eisman v Scholes act and m fj 
1p 0 Speen St Joha vy StJunn act 


ena igned oo 
Vv 

Gower v H M Postmaster Gea special 
St Saviour’s District Ba of Works v 
South-Eastern Ry Co act wits 
In re Kippax Ackroyd v Kippax act 
wits 

Caae » Fens act and m f j 


ts 
Wiltsnire v Joyoa act wits 
v Selby- 





Mr. Justice will 
His Lordship. 

r. nce 
14; his Lordship will sit in Chambers on 
Mr. J 


z 
j 


Ia re Horwood Horwood v Paddison 





Cc Devo, ; ae 

Tarry Srrrines, 1887. 

Causes for Trial or Hearitig. = 
(Set down to Wi June let, inclusive. 


Fridays and Saturdays; Mr. Justice Chitty, with Witness Actions, 
noe a cnntas wally OF tah Gee Gla Chay Seen ae ; 
N Be Mr. Jastice North will take ned, Summoneet r 
‘or of each Class woe noties 
1, 1884. Bid 
Spalding v Skoulding act & couater 
Docks and Ry Co 
Boer upeciege mehr Ie 
icine Tal ae 
yg Coutts Lindsay & Co, id. 
Godwin &mf 
aeme ven os mij wits 


In re Moss s, Barnett's 
aBky act 
Monsey Pasteidgn ant wits " 
v 
McNaw v Howard act 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 11, 1887; 








Cartwright v Clark f 
Mundy v Porens m fj \ eort) 


Farther Considerations. 
Marsland v Hole far con 


con 
In re Baskerville Baskerville vy Twies 
fur con 
In re E Knight, Knight v Gardner fo 
& sums 


v Abbott fo 
In re 3 2 eg py hen fo 
Cooper v erkins c (short 
Martano v Mann 3rd fo ) 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re The Guinea Coast Gold Mining 
In re Turner, Broynton v Tidy 
Smyth v North Brazilian Sugar, &c, 
Co, 1d, Ca v Same Co 
In re Good’s Trust, Selmes vy Good 
In re Edwarde, Jones v Edwards 
In re Bradley, Oldershaw v Gover- 
nesses’ Benevolent Institution pt hd 
In re Crown, Parfitt v O 
In re Geo Castle, Gent, &, to vary 
Taxing Master’s certifivate 
In re Jane Fogg, Earle vy Earle 
Briaat v Faulkner 
v Dunn & Duncan 
and V & P Act, 1874 
a d v Gibson 
West v Greenhill 
Franks v Worih 
Viant, Viaat v Viant 





Before Mr. Justice Cu1rry. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses) 


Morrison issue 
‘Sharp v Gooddy, Cripps & Sons, ld 


Gen v Anderson Anderson 

v Hawkins claim and counter claim 

A G Kurtz & Co v Peter & Spence 

mfj (treated as action for 
trial, by order) 

—a v Newfoundland Guano Co 

act 

Gardner v Titley act 

In re Hughes, deo Vibart v Vibart 
adj sum with wits by order 

In re Oriental Bank adjourned sum of 
Wm Simpson, s creditor, with wits 


order 

Iare C dec Darley v King act 
and eums in King v ley under 
ord 55 by order 

Hammersley v Hammersley act 

Atkinson on behalf &c v Jeanson 
Hugelman on behalf &c v Atkinson 
claim and counter claim with sumns 


E 


g 


SH 
ah 
Bee 


rif 
ij 
Pi 
' 


i 
i 


Nicholo v Royal Aquarium, &c, Soc, 
ld act 


In re Brown,dec Brown v Brown act 

Winn v Aldred act 

Greenway v Sharp act 

In re W. T. Clark, dec Mote v Clark 
adj somns with witns by order 

Stuart v Wright act 

Andrade v Arbib act 

Hawkios v Berrow act 

Raffolovich & Co v Imperial Bank, Id 
act & mf j 

In rel. Maggs, dec Maggsv Knee act 

Callow vy Young motn with witas by 
order 

Weaver v Sanitary Engineering and 
Ventilator Co act 

Weaver v Jas Stiff & Sons act 

In re Chas Kearsley, dec Knares- 
borough & Clare Bkg Co v Kearsley 
ac 


t 

Warburg v Harris act 

Iogram v Clarke act 

Powell, exor v Davies act 

Prior v Edwards act & mfj Cam- 
bridgo D. R. 

Craven Bank, ld v Preston act 

Sharp v Wilmot act 

Deo v Jones act 

E Blakey & Sons v Latham & Co act 

E Blakey & Sons v Lee act 

E Blakey & Sons v Hall act 

E Blakey & Sons v Cooke act 

E Blakey.& Sons v Tupholme act 

E Biakey & Sons v Hargrave act 

Mansford v Bell act 

Yates v Watkins dct 

Sampson v Ellie act 

Bullock v Horsford act (transferred 
from Q B Div) 

Alder v Thompson act 

Clift & ors v Foster act 

In re T Seymour, dec 
Seymour act 

Baker v Jeffries act 

Stenteford v Godfray act 

Richards v Walker act 

Pickford vy Brodrick act 

Marks v Anglo-Montana Mining Co 


act 
| Goold v Birmingham, Dudley & Dis- 
| #§trict Banking Co act 
| Callerne v Deane act 
| Brown v Bird act 
| Thorne v Thorne act 


Seymour v 





ln re Hudleston, dec Ackland v 
Gatey act 

In re Best, dec Best vy Best act 

Pead v Briggs act 


Non-witness Causes, Adjourned Sum- 

monses and Special Cases. 

Penon v Cutfield m fj 

In re Hollingbourne Paper Co ld (Har- 
bour’s claim) adj smns 

Sharpe v Torkington Torkington v 
Sharpe mfj (8S O June 20) 

Westerman v Bury & Tottington Dis- 
trict Ry Co act 

Justice v Fooks act Fooks v Burton 
adjdsumns (S O July 7) 

In sre Archer-Burton’s Settlement 
Trust remberton v Archer-Burton 
adj smns to confirm compromise 
part heard 

Union Bank of London, 1d v Kent act 

Inre F Adiard, dec Barker v Ays- 
cough act 

In re Gambling—Phelp’s Settlement 
Trusts Phelps v Lumley adj emns 

In re Hugher—Garbstt & Faikner’s 
Contract & V & P Act, 1874 adj 


sumns 

In re Midland Land & Investment 
Corpp, Id (1) adj smns of Baker, 
present liquidator (2) adj smns 
Bolton & anr, retired 1 quicators (3) 
edj smns of Bolton 

In re John McDonald, dec Hickson v 
Bushell adj sum 

In re John Durie, dec Wetherall v 
Ormerod act 

In re De la Hunt & Pennington’s 
Contract & V & P Act, 1874 adj 


sum 

1n re Mawddach Gold Mining Co, ld & 
Co’s Acts adj sum 

In re Bridewell Hospital & Met Bd of 
aa (purchase) adj srans (taxa- 


Clarke v Thornton . adj sum 
Warwick vy Warwick act 











St Barbe v Burrard act 
Nesbitt v Manning m fj 
In re W Easton, a Solor (taxation) 


eum 
In re Murrell Brown’s Estate Claxton 
udleston 
jj sum 
In re H Prater’s Estate Desinge v 
Beare adj sum 
re London & County Investment 
Corpn (Dr Warburton’s claim) adj 
sum 
In re Thos Hoyland’s Trusts Hoy- 
land v Hoyl SL Act adj sum 
Inre TW Whelpton’s Will Whelp- 
ton v Whelpton (constraction) adj 
sum 
Gee v Liddell adj sum 
In re C Turner’s Estate Tatam v 
Kenny (construction) adj smns 
In re Giona Suipbur Co, Id (Liquida- 


tor’s Remn) sdj eum 
In re Newbegin’s Estate Eggleton v 


") & adjsum . 

In re D P Pellatt’s Estate Pellatt v 
Bradley adj sum 

In re Elizth Clark’s Estate Burton v 
Tod Phipps v Tod (construction) 


adj sum 

In re Jas Ley, deo Hugman v Ley 
adj sum 

In re Jones, dec Daniel vy Daniel adj 


sum 

Levy v The Abercorris Slate and Slab 
Co m fj 

Ashenden v Jones act 

Tyler v Bank of Eogland act 

Perrin v Perrin m # 

In re T C Clarke’s Estate Bantoft v 
Aylward (construction) adj smns 

In re G Wood's Estate Short v Wood 
(gift or loan) adj smns 

In re Lister’s Estate Davies v Lister 
(taxation) adj emns 

ln re Galland, dec Lidiard v Galland 
(Order 55) adj smus 

In re Lord De Tabley’s Settlement 
(construction) «dj smns 

In re Joseph Wileon’s Estate Wilson 
v Wileon adj smns 

In re Oriental Bank Ex pte Official 
Liquidator adj smns 

Sutton v Town adj smns 

Ward v Royal Exchange Shipping Co 
adj smns . 

ln re Mary Wilde’s Estate Wilde v 
Salt adj smns 

Lawson v Quare act 

In re Plymouth Working Men’s Equit- 
able Soc adj smns 

In re Thornhill’s Estate Thornhill y 
Nixon — 

In re Jas Walker's Estate Richard 
Walker v Archer adj smns 

In re Jas Walker’s Estate John 
Walkerv Archer adj emus 

Rock v Purssell adj smns 

i Concannen & V & P. Act 


g act 

Kennedy v Ortelli act 1887—- K—163 

Kennedy v Ortelli act 1886—K—1011 

Mawer v Harston Jenkins v Newbold 
con acts 

Read v Gowland adj smns (1) 

Read v Gowland adj smns (2) 

In reCG J Silva’s Ketate Shepherd 
v Royal Medical College In re Le 
ber: infants adj emns 

Matthews v O'Dowd adj smns (i) 

Matthews vO’Dowd adj smns (2) 

Lewis v Ramedale adj smns 

in re Civil Service & General Store 1d 
Ex parte Sales, Pollard & Co adj 


smns 

In re McMinn, dec, Hill v Buckley adj 
sums 

In re Jacob er Estate, Abbott 


v Hodgson sums 
In re Thomas Hollinshead’s Estate, 
Hollinshead v Webster adj sums 


L Hosegood act 
Cadogan v Bland (2) adj sums 





In re Harding’s Settlement & 8 L Act 
adj sums 


Further Considerations. 
In re J Skitt, dec, Skitt v Skite fc 
Howell v Watkins fo (short) 
Inkersole v inkersole fc 
In reS Birdesy, dec, Lacey v Birdsey 
f c adj from chmbrs 
0 v Rostren f o (restored 
In re J Wicks, decd, Wicks v Wicks, 
Wicks v Shepherd fo (restored) 
In re Lister, dec, Davies v Lister fo 
restored after refereno? of certificate 
Edmonds v Biaina Furnaces Co 
Beesley v Blaina FarascesCo fo 


Before Mr. Justice NoaTu. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
In re T W Cobb Harrison v Cobb 
act 





ae Vv oon act 

reesley v son act 

Morley v L act 

Brown v Clark act 

Short v London & Westminster Bk M 


act 
ae ow) oe 
v Sir art act 
Helliwell v Barker oF 
Bruvet v Burlet act 
Lands Allotment Co li v London & 
Tilbury Ry Co ast 
Finnis v Wilks act 
Ia re Bennett Kaapp v Bennett sot 
Inre Knapp Beanettv Knapp act 
Horner v Sullins act & m fj 
Pashley v Chapman issue for trial 
Bateman v Poplar Dist Bd of Works 
act : 


Price v Simmons interpleader issue 

Jenkins v Thomas act 

Malcolm 'v Trustees of Rose Cresswell, 
bankrupt act 

R, James v The Qaeen act : 

In re Gaulard & Gibbs’ Patent peta 

Albo Carbon Light Co, ld v J Kidd & 
Co 1886 A 859 act 

Same v J. Kidd & Co 1886 A 1,729 
act 


Morrice v Lee act 
Cleaver v Bacon act &mf j 
Forster v Cliffen Ciiffen v Forster act 


lv Dennis act 

Meuets v Poole act 
Woodgate v Walker act 
Brodbeck v Strickland act 
Alexander v Smith act 
Myatt v Evelyn act 

ier v Lausard act 
Crookes v Rae act & m fj 
Glanville v Heather act 
Siddell v Vickers, Son & Co act 
Waring v Scotlacd act 
In re Uremond Druryv Orsmond act 
Davies v Davies act 
Shufflebotham vy B:vington act 
Schadler 


In re Ellis Jones Jonesy Evans act 

Crampton v Swete & Main act 

Cordingly v Alliance Soc act 

Dovaston v Lloyd act 

Stockton & Middleaborough Water Bd 
v Tee Bridge Iron Co, act 

In re Lister Hill v Tate act 

Cc £ Co v Sims’ Ship Compositions- 

act 

Woolf v Stafford act 

Lockyer v Lush act’ 

In re Crossley Fenton v Rimmi.gton 


act 
Bodger v Lewis act 
Salaman v Ingle act 
Cutsiey ¥, Orak ° cot 
v. s° acl 
Lane v Tarbatt act 


Buchan v Artlett act 
Johnson v Johnson act &m fj 
Germains v Macleod act 


v 
E Blakey & Sons v Shaw act 
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Bedfoes wv Piercey act 
Stevenson v Hows act 
Inte Holmes Holmes v Holmes act 


Ball v Plater act 

West Lonion Ry Cov Ungar act 

Rowe v Emerson act 

Haberdashers’ Cov Low act & m fj 

Haberdashers’ Co v Westerly fj 

In re Clarke’s Trade Mark mota cross 
examined by order 

Fielding v Barnard act 

Mayor, &c, of Florence v Biker act 

Williamson v Clark act & m f j 

Peatoe v Curtice act 

Moffatt v Peace act 

Baines v Riley act 

Wager v Belgrave act 

Ward v Rudeforth act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and A¢journed Sammonses (Classes 
IL, and III.) 

Carnochan v Ireland act 

In re Crawford Myers v Crawford aij 


emns 
Kiog v Chamberlayne act 
int Marshall Phillips v Marshall 
adj sumns 
Ta reCobb Frostv Cobb adj emus 
Iare Elives Fiolkes vy Elives adj smns 
Lacas v Martin act 
Goold v Crawshay act 
la re Barwick Corner v Stahl act 
In re Hulton Lister v Hulton adj 
sumnus 
Iare Jones Russell v Jones adj smns 
Ia re Hoare Hoare vy Kiog adj smas 
imbert Terry v Carver act 
late Wiles Chapmanv Chick aij 


smns 

Ia re Mackay Booth vy Wright adj 
emns 

In re Kurtz Layton v Kurtz adj 


emus 
Ia canes Bennett Ch esman v Marsh 
sm 
Chaik, Webb, & Cov Tennant act 
In te Craven Craven ¥ Taylor adj 
sumns 
In reJ Maas Maas v Mase adj sumns 
ln re Vernon Vernon.v Vernon aj 


sumns 

In re Ellis Jones Jonesv Evans adj 
sumns 

In re Kerrison Palmer v Pye adj 


sumns 
re: nthe J E Williams 
adj sumos 
In re t Bell Strickland v Nat Benevolent 
Lastitution adj sumns 
Ia re Hayward Hayward v Hayward 
4dj sumns 
In re Bethune Wood wv Fraser adj 


sumne 
In re sane Baines v Brooker aij 


Jones v Wil- 


som 
Ta re Ww Sharp Sherpv Sharp act 
In te WPyek Worsley v AY tated act 
na vP —— act & m f 
Ia re G Winslow v Hossonbs 


adj — 
IareT Hulme Hulmev Hulme adj 


eumns 
Creed v Dixon & Co act 
Sevie v Couper adj sumns 
== re Jas Bowley’ 6 Ketate Bowley v 


Bavley adj eumns 
_ ao att Walker v Gamage adj 


Biunaell v De Falbs act 
la ré Vickers Vickers v Vickers adj 


eumns 

In re Southerion Wright v Everall 
adj sumne 

In re J Baker Johnson v Baker adj 
eumas 

In te Bettesworth, Bettesworth v 
Richer adj sums 

In re Haigh, Stephens v Lechmere adj 


sums 

In re Houghton, Mortimer vCaird adj 
sume 

Io re F Allon & Sons & T M Acts adj 
sums 

rs fe iS. Pane Treffry v Treffry adj 


Ia ro Griff, Backell v Smith adj sums 
Inve J Barrett's Will adj sums 


| Bioksby v Rickaby aot 





in 3 Holbech, “Markbam v Holbech 


sums 
ee m fj 
wa dag Fargue, Heath v Hinder adj 


Inve N Lane v Holland adj sums 

In re Holt, Riches v Jones sums 

In re N Brett v Neleon adj sum; 

In re Vicat inson v Vicat adj smns 

In re Malet Malet v Malet od}. come 
Jackeon v Locke adj sams 

In re Shore Chaffey v Shore act 

In re Hay Hay v Neville adj sums 
Booth v Shaw act 

In re Hatton Robson v Panington 
adj sums 

In re Spooner Spoonerv Spooner adj 


sums 
In re Mills Heron v Heron qz:estion 
of law 
In re Badd Cutlerv How adj sams 
In re Budd Cutlerv How adj sums 
In re Roberts Morris v Lewis adj 


sums 

In re Hutchinson Jones v Perkins adj 
sums 

In re Edie & Browa & V & P Act, 
1874 adj sums 

In re Hunt Gowing v Gillham adj 
sums 

In re Phillips Phillips v Allen adj 
sums 

In re Grant Grant v Beddel adj sums 


Thomas v Thomes act 
In re Hornby Ware v Hornby adj 














sume 
In re Lea Leev Lee adj sums 
In re Brown Barber v Pacy adj sums 
Ia re ge Severne v Chivhester 
adj su 
In re Hite gga Kirk v Hitchoook 


adj sui 
In re “HHitoboock Kirk v Hitchorck - 


adj sums 
Oborne v Maun act 
London Steam Dyeing Co v Digby 


m fj 

In re W Farr Wingrove v Wigg 
adj sums 

— re Davies Davies v Davies adj 


een re T W Orwia Orwin v Orq@in 
In re Tai’, dec President, &o., of St 
George's ” Hospital v Batiereby adj 


sums 
In re Lord Gerard Oliphant v Gerard 
adj sums 


Further considerations. 


In re Thorpe Vipont v Radcliffe fo 
In re J Wardle, dec an Wardle v Wardle 


fo 

In re Hives Coney v Hives fo 

Inre Daly Daly v Daly fo 

Ia re Richards Shenstone v Brook 
fc &3 adj sums 

Ashworth v Lord fo 

Winby v Cardiff District & Penarth 
Harbour Tram Co. fo & mmm by 
ord dated June 5, i883 

In re Lodge Stevenson v Lodge fo 

= re Olarey Oldrey oo fo 
oucet v Geoghegan fc & sms 

In re Wateon Carlton v Cariton fo 

In re Gardner Gardner v Gardner fc 


& petn 
In re Ralfe Ralfe v Sootney fo 
In re Hobbs Hobbs v Wade fo 
In re Williams Perinv Williams fo 
Ia re Lawes Coles v Coles fe 
In re Wiloock L v Sarginsm fo 
Ia re Tatman Simpson v Mould fo 
ay wanes, Ford v Oxenham fc 


t hd 
at - Jordan Kins v Picard (3rd) 
fo & sme 
Strick v Swansea Tin PlateCo fo 
In re Weeks, Withers v Weeke 2ad fc 
Lemmon v Grylls f c (short) 


Summonsees 
(Class IV.) 
ne hs Eee Solicitors, &c 


In re Joseph Davis's Chari , &e 
la re Stevens Svevens v cil 
y 


lett v Clark 
lo 5. Veen & CoM & 
in po Goageea Christison y Bolam 


In re Godsell & Bryett & V & P Act, 


1874 
In re Gent Davis v Harris 
= J Collinge’s Setilement & 8 L 


In re Imperial Land Co of Marseilles 
& Co's Acts, 1862 & 1867 

In re W Eley, one, &o (axa) 

Ia re z , 1 pra one, & (taxn 

=" re E P Montaga Montagu v Hob- 


leat re Commercial Bank of Soath Aus- 
tralia & Co’s Acts 

Ta re Wyatt Wyatt v Phear 

In re Taylor Jones v 

In re Association of Financiers 
ld & Co’s Acts 

a re Bowes yy ‘one 

are Docksey Docksey v Webb 

re a Seen, Bart, and Settled Land 


.. re » ee & Co's jae, 
Kage tb Wendtnes &VE 


, &o, Co v Bird 
ise ohnéon Weatherall (tax) 
Easton v London Joiat Stock Be Co 





Before Mr. Justice Strauina. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 


Leeds Huts Balding 2 Cov Shep- 
ac 

Sheppard v Gilmore act 
Reynolds v Besley Seeley v Reynolds 


Grimmer v Chapman Heweteon v 

Grimmer act 
Big vHaerd act 

v Jeffryes act 
re v Haines act 
in re baat pe MoMillan v Gray act 
timwade issue foc trial 

Mills vy Fox act 
Jones v Gehrke act 
Lee v Neuchatel angi Co, 1d act 
Wallen v Dickinson 
Cole v Stead act 
Po.lard vCatt act 
Sonnenschein v Barnard and avr act 
Bro ans v Meudslay, Sons & Field 


Croslegh v Dando act 

Roots v Williamson act 

Maclver v Maclver act 

Eiwyn v Baldock act 

In re Paine Ping v Paine F oa 
maa &o, Banking Co v Koes 


Taylor v oe act 
Sentt My al Cond cs &o) 
tas Cov e, 0, 

Insole v Mayor, & Cankia dct 
Brooks & Cov aval, oly & Go act 
Hastings v Lintott 
Henderson v Gas i Co, Id act 
Moore v Tylee act 
Maybury v Williams act 
Stevens v Davies act 
Strate v Saaworth act 
London, iain &o, Assce Co, ld 

v Horne 
O’Brien v Mansell act 

Morewood v Snith act 
Brodrick v Blackwood & Co act 
Smihv Grenfell act 
Sbare v Parkes act 
Flick v act 
mee : a = 


Gedmnase Ua t0e tine act 


In re 8 Burns v Pa’ aot 
In re 8 ee Barns v Pavey 
question of la 


Hanoook 7 Moore Moore v Hancock 


Peden ¥ Tolpatt act 
a Tapas Miller v Leach act & 


Cox v Pardon & Sons eat & mf 
papbeeete, a, ailding 





fay ee 


J Ses act 
Crosti v 


act 
Mills & Son v Farmer 
Bull'v Central Transvaal G Gold, &c., Co 


act 
Barly vB ae aot 
v 
te lo, MB 


Nethersole v Dawes act mf j 
bye ser a v Hall, &o., Ry & Dock 
0 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
vitesse Holmes v Meynell 


Molver v Hill 


Tare Tayar” 


tg mt ad min a 


Ia re 
mj (short) 
Preaan v H v Hall, Barnsley, & By & 


Lioyd ¥ Gisling mfj (short) 


Farther considerations. 
In re Wood Wood v Wood fur con & 
two smns 
Ia re Grove Vaucher v Stepbeasoa 
far con 
Solomon v Solomon 2ad fur con 
a Bunting v Denton fur 


In re Partington Partiogton v Allen 
fur con 


re 
page ane A ae » Rowen 
In re T 
ld a, Withall ¢ eame 
Ins Pieer Bowland 
Ep ety "ke viats Zens 
In re P P 
oie <4 ie 


Sire Beeps 


Robias v Robiss 
Ia re Cridiand & L C Act 


In re Wilton & Sons, Solicitors (taxn) 
Cowper v Harmer 
indy ta Bena v Bean 
v 
te Whitehouse v 
Edwards 
Dew v Parker 
Dew v Parker 
oa S 08 6 Se 8 Ce ae 
Te 
eos Weddington v Wade 


e 





i 


£ 


~ Lywton v Elwes 


In re Rothwell’s Patent, &o Pits 
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Battye v Cail Alexander v London Founders’ Assos, | Set down 23rd December Middlesex ing & onr ! 

dae Meike tapes’ | Welee «Rack Uma & igati "| “Crompton Tusten Mathew et cae vent ian 
ame v Nes an av on 

In re Hail Bosworth v Hall Toniteiats oat Kasnnter dole Set down 24th December Middlesex Ditton v Stuart & anr Mr Bonsey 


Rawlinson v Rawlinson 
Inre MSmithv EJ Smith Smith v 
Smith 


In re eo see oe &VEP 
In re a Welman v Ryder 
Bidder v B 


In re Waiker & Hackicg, 1d & Co's 


Ie re Whitehead Holdsworth v 
Whitehead 


This Nerd, 8 


InreN 


Evans v Haley 
Staffs Working Man's te 


In re Whitfield to Kvane& V & P Ac, 


In re Hastie Hastie vy Murray 


In re Nichols, Thorm, Luck, & aur & 
V & P Act, 1874 
ang emg Simmonds v Simmonds 


H Paulet Marquis of 

Winchester v Godden 

Ta re Corsellis Lawton v Elwes 
Before Mr. Justice KExEwicu. 


Australia act 
Webb v St John’s Gas Co act 
== Evan Jones Jones v Williams 


Lewis v Baskerville act (Mich Sit- 
tings) 


Transferred from Justices Cuitry, 
BNorrn, & Sria.ine, for Tria! or 
a} only—by Order, dated Nov 


eee ee Sy Co act 
act 

Midland I? Cov Micklothwait act 

James v Pearless & Son act 


Transferred from Justices Noxtu, 
oe ee Stra ine, for trial or | 
a coe oe Order, dated 22nd | 

na 


bth wna Sheffield, &c, Ry 


We 





Wearing v Purkiss act 
The Wenham Co, ld v May & Co act 
London Tavern Co, ld v Worley act 


Transferred from Justices Curtry, 
NorrtH, and Stie.ine, for Trial or 
Hearing only—by Order, dated 24 
March, 1887. 

Freke v Houseman act 

Bray v Gardner act 

Morgan & Cold v E J Windover & Co 
ld act 

Eady v Eady act 

Gardener v Vicat & ors act 

Chatteris v Ieaacson act 

Stobbs v Kelsey act 

Fisher v Holland act 

Ede v Wataon act 

Russell vy Geere act 

Elliott v Steel act 

Cooke, Sons, & Co v New River Co 

In re Rust Ball v Rust 

Sabler v Fuchs act 

Ferris, Townsend, & Cov Weston act 

In re Trueman, Bradley vy Turnbull— 
1886—T—62:i act 

In re Trueman, Bradley v Turabull— 
1886—T—522 act 

Caswell v Hunton act 

In re Moone, Moore v Moone act 

Rowe v School Bd for London act 
June 5 

Ellis vy Workman act 

Nicholls vy Kimpton act 

American Braided Wire Co v Thomson 
&Co act 

Foster v Holland act 

Birmingham, &, Daw Co,ld vL& 
NW Ry Co act 

Tennant, W,v Ld Claude Hamiltoa 


act 
Woolfe v Monacott act 
Earl of Darnley v LC & D Ry Co act 
The School Bd for London v Blum act 
Bashby v Steel act 
In re Childe Harold Head Head vy Head 


act 

Elborough v Jester act 

Young v Berriman act 

Patents Investa Cold v Crompton act 

Apollinaris Co ld vy Apollo Water Co 
ld act 

Foster v Wheeler act 

In re C Moreton orwise Coppen More- 
ton vCoppen act 

Clay v Brachen act 

Eari Ssdney v Lowe act 

Lovejoy v Downes act 

Roberteon v Sankey act 

on Wenlock v River Dee Co ld 


Dack v Hengh act 

Sun Permanent &c Soc v Luke 
Phillips v Phillips act 
Hawkins v King act 

Pickford v Pick ford act 


act 


Garaey vw Winchester House Co, 1d/ mudd v Latter act 


In re Whitehead In re Reed White- | 


| 


Taylor v Faulkoer act 
Gas Light &c Co vy South Met Gas Co 


act 
| In re McQuinn Hill v Buckley act 
| Higgins v Maver act & Counter claim 


Franke v Vert act 

Baxter v Har field & Co act 

Parsons v Saffory act 

ayy} Leach Leach vy Haynes act 
m 





QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Taiwirr Sirrixas, 1887. 
New Trial Paper. 

For f. 

1886. 


; 
¥ SE 


March Middlesex BrycevRusien SirJ Gorst Baron Huddle- 
Jane Middlesex Caruncho v Berndes Mr French Justice 


November Manchester Almoud & Cov Kelly & ors Mr H 
Sastice D. 

jm Middlesex Potts: vy Letts Mr Wallace Justice Day 
Middlesex Coalleghan vy Frith Mr Backnill Justice 


Justice Grove 
Set down 28th December Middlesex Berridge v Laws & ors Mr Lane for 
deft Hough Justice Mathew 08 


Set down 3rd January Middlesex Couper, McCarnie & Co & anr v Richards 
&CoMr RT Reed Justice Mathew 

Set down 4th January Middlesex Gurlitt v Grissell Mr Woolf Jastice Field 

Set down 8th January Middlesex Wilsoa & anr v Smith & ors Mr Willis for 
dft Reynor Justice Grove 

Set down llth January Middlesex Clay v Midland Counties Insce Co Mr 
Willis Justice Grove 

Set down 14th January Middlesex Leyson vy Morgan Mr Winch Justice Day 

Set = og January Middlesex Rowney v Eagles Mr Moyses Justice 
A mith 

~ a 24th January Middlesex Farley v Louis Mr Crispe Justice A L 

m 

Set down 26tk January Newcastle-upon-Tyne Finlay v Chirney & anr Mr 
J L Walton Justice Cave 

Set Ae 3 29th January Middlesex Havard v Williams Mr B F Williams Baron 


Set down 2nd February Worcester Thompson v Heming, Thompson & anr v 
Hemiog Mr Darling Justice Manisty 

Set down 2nd February Middlesex Lever v Bayley Mr Pope Justice Grove 

~ a 4th February Middlesex Silverton v Finch &anr Mr Dickens Jus- 

ce Grove 

Set down 4th F Middlesex Laver v Walker Mr Cock Justice Grove 

Set down 7th February Manchester Pickering v N Kastern Ry Co Mr Gally 
Justice Hawkins 

~ oS 10th February Manchester Brown & Cov Bamber Mr Gully Justice 


Bet, éomn rn 10th February Official Referee’s Report Patterson & Cov West & 
Co Mr Firth E Ridley, Esq 

Set down 10th February Durham Stephens v Harris & Co Mr Forbes Jastic: 
Cave Motion for judgment tv be argued with this motion 

Set down 14th February Exeter Hollett v Hall & anr Hon B Coleridge Jas- 
tice Denman 

Set down 16th February Middlesex Field v Walker & anr Mr Cock for pltff 
Justice Grove 

Set down 18th February Manchester Kastenberg Bros v Pitman & ors Mr 
Ambrose Justice Hawkins 

Set down 18th February Manchester Same v Empire Fire Insce Assoc, 1d Mr 
Ambrose Justice Hawkins 

Set down 18th oer Middlesex Anley v N Metropolitan TramsCo Mr A 
Cross Baron Polloc 

Set down 2let February Cardiff Central Graving Dock & Engineering Co, ld v 
Walker Mr McIntyre Justice Si:ephen 

Set down 22nd Febroary Manchester Fairclough v Lancashire & Yorkshire 
Ry Co Mr Bigham Jtstice A L Smith 

Set down 23rd February Middlesex Crew, Widgery & Co v G W Steamship Co 
ld Mr Finley Justice A L Smith 

6 down 24th February Beaumarris Thomas v Owen Mr Higgins Justice 


Set down 24th February Middlesex Field v Walker & anr Mr C L Smith (for 
deft) Justice Grove 


Set down 25th February Cardiff Evans v Rhymney Local Board Mr Mcintyre 
Justice Stephen 
Set down 26th February Liverpool Marquis Briscoe & Co vy Embrey Me 
Kennedy Justice A L Smith 
Sct down 2nd March Middlesex Atkinson v Com Bkof Scotland, id &anr Mr 
Candy Justice Wills 
SPeciaL Pargr. 
For Argument. 
1886. 
Set down 19th June Dae 29th June W Beck Bethell & Cov T & C Clark & Co 
& ors BSvcecial case before two judges 
* dowa 11th Saget Dae 29:h October RR Nelson In re Petition of Right 
G W Ry Cov The Queen Special case betore two judges 
Set down 23th October Doe 5th November Williauwon H &Co Holliday & 
ors v Mayor & of Wakefield Special case before two judges (8 O for a day 
to be fixed by court on 2. ae 
Set down 3rd November Dae 9th November Burn & Hornby v Silvester & 
ors Special case before two judges 
Set 4 down 6th November Due 12:h November Chester & Co Brunner v Bury 


Special case 

Set down 16th December Pia 5 eae eRe Stoneham v 
Occean Ky & Gen Accident Assce Co 

Set down 23rd December Due 2ist Ld 7 a8sT Kingsford & Co Darenth 
Valley Main Sewerage Board v Guardians of the Poor of Dartford Union Bpeciat 
¢ down 261h Desember 

Set down 28:h Dae 2ict January, 1867 E Clarke Foat v Mayor &o of 


1887, 
doen 68 eee y 21st A ae yd Clarke & Co Lancs & Yorks Ry 
Co v Andrew Know! dag = og ors Special case before two judges 
Bet down Sst January Due 8 aE Geogory & Co British Medical, 
&c, Assoc, ld, & anr vy Tully & ors Special case before two judges 
Set down ded February Due llth Februsry Maples &Co Hawdon v Nixey & 
Specia! case before two judges 
Bet down 16th February Dae 22nd February Ridsdale & Son Alison v Hall 
Special case before two judges 
Set down 2iet February Due let March Wedlake, L & W hp & om v 
Locai Board of Health for the District of Chatham Special case before two 


ud 
82 dese Gch Merch Deo 18th March Bell & Co Coiling v Highway Board of 
Kast before two 


District & others oase 
Set dowa llth March Due 18th Murch Sutton & O Preston # Cleveland Ex- 
tension Mineral 


Co Cleveland &xtension Mineral Ry Co v Preston Special 
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Set down 16th March Due 22nd March Nicholson & G. Elections 

ye 1882 Bridport Election Petition Hounsell & ors, Petners v ‘till & ors, 
Respts Special case before two judges 

Set down 19th March Due way yg a greed R & W Johnson v Midland 
Constitutional Newspaper Co | te 
et down 6th April "Due 26th April Waltons & Co Bristol Steam Navigation 
Co ld v Indemnity Mutual Mariage Insce Co Points of law 

Set down 3rd May Dnel0th May Marsden & Son Vestry of St Giles, Cam- 
oe v Board of Works for the Greenwich District Special case before two 


Sex yr 27th May Duel4th June ©. Andrew Mayor, &., of Bury v Lan- 
cashire & Yorkshire Ry Co Special case before two judges 


Oproszsp Morrons, 


For Judgment. 
English Bank of the River Plate, Id ¢ The Merohant’s Bkg Co of London, Id 
(neard before the L O J of Bogieal & Mr Justice Grove) 
Argument. 
Stephens v Harris & Co motion tor jeden to be argued with motion for new trial 


No 27 
nee * Co v Hutton motion for judgt to be argued with motion for new trial 


Law:ance v Bertie (commonly called Lord Norreys) & anr part heard before the 
Lord Chief Justice of England and Mr Justice Day, Jan 17, 1887 

Same v Same 

Wertheimer v Millbank 

American Braided a Co v Thomson & Co part heard March 11, 1887, bafore 
Jastices Day & W 

Jackson v General Stock Exehange Co, ld 

Shaw v Taylor so June 10 

bag v Egan 

v Droitwich Salt Co, Id 

Blom v McKellen so till No 19 is reached 

Crew & anr v Cumming & anr (see No 46) 

Hartmont v Dorsey 


Lewis Merthyr Navigation Colliery Co, ld, vy Jones 
Bishop v Goulding & anr 
Lanfear v Hanbury (see No 43) 
Wallis & anr v Lyon 
Blum v McKellen (see No 11) 
Stokes v Stokes 
Milissich v Lloyds 
Weldon v Ce Bathe 
Maccolia v Jones 
la re ET Smith, oy &o, Expte Girvan 
Denceghnene & ors v Wood 
Walters & ors v Lewis & ors 
Foreman v Garrett , 
Vadala & Co v Lawes . ; 
Marshall v Goodall & anr 
Greenbaok v Dalla Volts 
Inman v Watdman 
W Coulson & Sons v J Coulson & Co 
Ta re a Solicitor Expte Incorporated Law Soc 
Weldon v De Bathe 
Apperley v North 
East v Robison & anr 
Wenman v Erwin 
Jones v Sheard 
Powell & aur v Marine & General Lind, Bailding & Lave tmoat Co, ld 
Jones v Daniel Owen & Co, ld, & anr 
Hastie & anr v Lord Waliscourt 
Cooper v Blackmore & ors 
Lantear v Hanbury to be argaed with No 17 
Pedley & anr v Robinson and ors 
Hedger & anr v Robinson 
Crew & anr v Cumming &anr to be argued with No 12 
Eoglish & anr v Klencke 
a & Discount Co v Crosse (Army & Navy Houee Farnishiag Co 
cits. 
Carter & Cov — Imbery, & Co 
Eden v Hamlyn 
Star & aor v aby 
Smith v Dixon 
Cooper v Bebro 
In rea Solicitor Ex parte Roberts 
& Son v Whiteley 
ae v Bellairs & anr 
Heathoote v Livesley (Livesley, clmt) 
Pratt v Erokwana 
Brown & aur v Roust & anr 
Inree Solicitor Ex parte Potter & anr 
Terry v Nix 
Weldon v Weldon & anor 
Duplessy v Bebro 
Felden v Nicholson (J L Feilden, olmt) 
Scovell & anr v Bevan 
Gardyne v Corbin & ors 
Robinson v Tomkins 
MacDollan & Co v Frawjee & Co 
(To be continued.) 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Furipay, June 8. 
oe ae = ae 


Ottirected tobe heard ao v ene tydue tt. Maddisons; 


piine’s Arms yard, eolors for 
aun Goampe Yo, waly sn suies mate Ww SEES, Ss J. 
Msted 28, i ordered voluntary winding up of company be 
(a! cee 


Croypor anp Norwoop Traxw. North, J _bes. an order dated May 
‘ORWOOD Oo. oe 
11, appointed Edwin Waterhouse, 44, Gresham st, to liquidator 


Cour Pacatiny OF LaANchere 
Joun Kersuaw & Oo, 


sig ve Ree ae peretraeos 


FRIENDLY SOOIETIES DISSOLVED. 
PROVIDENT FREEHOLD Lawp Socrery, 


weary aoe A Wesleyan Methodist School- 


Pe dy June 7. 

a STOCK COMPANIES. 
consteenen, Thanet order made 
a ay MANUFACTURING an 
J., dated May 21, it was ordered that the be wound up. 
solor for petners 


sq, 
NORTHFLERT AND SWANSCOMBE Brickrreips Co, Lrurrep.—By an order 
’ ee ee ap emeetemaen 
pa’ 


solor for 
eo Jere chantte 
ouday, July 18, 8 1, 


ee crue 


mean FRIENDLY SOCIETIES peeat . 
Saint Davip’s Lopes, 
Bey bay pees nat Shrews- 


SouTH ‘Morton Baxxvormwr S10x axp Buatat, Soorsry, 98, Kest st, South Molton, 
Devon. May 31 


Farexpty Soctsrr, Ce re FR rr bccece Vode, Dei 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


ANDERTON, THoMas, Sheffield, Tailor. July 31. Burdekin & Co, Sheffield 
ANDREW, EpwY¥N, Shrewsbury, Doctor. Jane 2. Morgan, Shrewsbary 
Beman, Mary, Cheltenham. July 9. Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 
Butcuer, Rosset, West Ham, Essex, Coach Painter. July 1. Birchall @ Co’ 
CiLovuGH, JosePH, Bolton, Lancaster, Beerseller. June 27. Fielding, Bolton 
Contince, Frepsrick, Cheetham, nr Manchester, Gent. July 31. Walley, 
Conuawase, Vases Haan Dee: July 1. Nicholson & Herbert, Parlia- 
Dac, THonas Jznvors, Erith, Kent, Retired Tradesman. July 1. Birchall & 
Friern pk, Friern Barnet, Coffee Roaster. July 1. Lydall 


John st, Bedford row 
ree eee June 15. Brierley & Hudson, 


Hazrison, ANN, Stow, ar Gainsborough. Aug?. Tweed & Oo, Lincoln 
Hopes, Anna, Torquay. June. Lindop, Torquay 
Honcsom, WirisaM, Rotherham, Yorks, Gent. July 9. Marsh & Son, Rother- 


Hoesen, STEPHEN, Dover, Cornfactor. July 16. Carder, Dover 
Howakrp, Sampson, Tattershall, Lincoln, Farmer, Aug 2. Tweed & Oo, Lincol 


Jane 3. Gtbson, 
Morris, Carmarthen, Esq. June ®%. Barker 


N ot Op Garam 


Oapsen, WILLIAM, Grocer. June 19. Brierley & Hudson, Rechdale 
Tuomas, Wednesbury, Staffordshire, Ironmonger. June &. Brookes, 


SaMUEL, , Kent. June 30. Letts Bros, Bartlett's bidags, Hol- 
pram em June 11, Arnall, Leicester 


sof WA SA Ean me Wa 


July ft. Thorne @ Co, Wolver. 
Sraavon, Mant . Freemantle, Southampton. June 90. Robins & Son, South- 





Tout lau Gyro Giggs, Now Southews, Geot, Jane 
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Watson, Jamms Rozstson, Leeds, Architect. June 25. Bowling & Hirst, Leeds 


Waurrez, Mreram, Grove st, Leamington. July1. Morris & Sons, Shrewsbury 
Parnxuson, WILLIAM, Gt Eccleston, Lancaster, Yeoman. June 25. Buck & Co, 


Wratr, Ann Exvizanern, Raglan, Mon. June 30, Hill, Monmouth 


London Gazette.—FRImDAY, June 3. 
Awnsticg, GzorGE, South Petherton, Somerset, Coal Merchant. June 21. Millard: 


, Somerset 
Broapnick, Lucy, Birmingham. July1. Rowley & Chatwin, Birmingham 
Carr, James, Worthenbury, Flint, Farmer. July 1. Etches, Whitchurch, Salop 
Doznsow, Jouyx, Bowness, Westmoreland, Coach Builder. July 16. Dobson. 
Graowe. THOMAS, Turstead mill, nr Stacksteads, Lancaster, Labourer. 
Knowles & Thompson, Manchester 


, HENRY. Hagiock. Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. 
heim & M: 8t Helens 
Hayton, a, ghrigg, Westmoreland, Farmer. July 16. Dobson, 


Hsywoon, Ayna Mania, West Derby, Lancaster. July 1. Logan & Co, Liver- 


Knvsmaw, Many Axn StTEzER, Stoke Damerel, Devon. July 21. Gard, Devonport 
» REBECCA, York pl, Baker st, Dreesmaker. July 18. Liggins, Berners 
LAWRENCE, JOHN, Over Staveley, Westmoreland, Yeoman. July 16. Dobson, 
CHARLES, Bramley Grange, nr Grewelthorpe, York, Land Agent. J 18. 
Lez, 7, or, Gram rpe gen une 
Lippiz, Ewa, Newport, Salop. July 11. Liddle, Newort 
Lopprx, Wir11aM, Newport, Salop, Solicitor. July 11. Liddle, Newport 
Locxtzy, Marrua, Newport, Salop. July 11. Liddle, Newport 
Locertzy, Wii1M BentLEY, Newport, Salop, Gent. July 11. 


Logp, Canotmre Exiza, Gaisford st, Kentish Town. July 4. Hales, Clifford’s 
Wru1am, Church Ashton, nr Newport, Salop, Tailor. July 11. Liddle, 


Nicnot1s, Hewnry Joun, Grove lane, Camberwell, Gent. July 1. Richardson & | 
Sadler, Golden 


WAltLTER. Florence rd, New Cross, Advertising Contractor. 
June 2%. Waite & Co, Boston 


Rrxoer, J Manchester sq, Coachman. J 11. Taylor, = 
xx. Jounrn. George sq n. July ‘aylor, Nor 


Wr114M, Liverpool, Carter. July1. Norris & Sons, Liverpool 
Rosson, WiL11aM, Kingston upon Hull, Gent. July 12. Walker & Harland, | 
Ropers, THomas, Ipswich, Drill Sergeant. July 18. Cobbold & Co, Ipswich 
SXINNER. PRUDENCE, Station rd, Aldershot, Hotel Keeper. July 8. Eve, Alder- | 
Swarez, Herex, Liverpool. July1. Large, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Tartor, Many, Norwich. June 24. Simpson, Tombland, Norwich 
‘Wargnson, Jonx, Birmingham, Surgeon. June 390. Rowlands & Co, Birming- | 


Woop, 8anau, Sheffield. July 13. Webster & Styring, Sheffield 
London Gasette.—Tvuxspay, June 7. 
Atreop, Exiza SARAH, Park walk, Chelsea. July 31. Paine & Brettell, Chert- 


sey 
Buaven, Juri, Pewsey, Wilts. July 1. Dixon, Pewsey 
Caznren, Epwakp Hanro.p, Birmingham, Accountant. July 4. Barlow & Co, | 


Comins, Gzorcz, Ely, Cambridge, Auctioneer. July 30. Fosters & Lawgence, | 
Comwotty, Parricx, New Brighton, Cotton Dealer. June 22. Lynch & Teebay, 


Corry, CECILIA, ean ong rd, Upper Norwood. July 15. 


Leefe & Leefe, 
Quality ct,'Ch 
Crosex, LaTymen Gzorcs, Groombridge, Sussex, Gent. July 4. Crosse, Bed- | 


row 
Damrets, Matiipa, Warwick, Innkeeper. July 26. Handley & Brown, War- | 
Gacz. Dame HewrreTTa Mary RoxewovE, Hengrave hall, Suffolk. Aug 6. 


Carlisle & Co. New 
Hanrer, Bensamin. Low te, York. Sept9. Powell, Harrogate 


Hazrrr, Mary, Low Harrcgate. Sept 9. Powell, Harrogate 


Heatrzy, THomas. Stockton on Tees, Contractor. July 5. Watson & Co, 
Stockton on Tees 
Hist, James, i. Washing Machine Manufacturer. July 5. Long- 


bottom & Sons, 
Jocetyy, Hon ~~ ee Grorcz FREDERICK, Walton st. July 7. Norton & | 


JONES, "Tastien, Bevwer'e Manager. July 4. Jesse Norris, Burslem 
Kuyepor, Eviza Tempter, Rhyl, Flint. July 9. Williams, Rhyl 
Laperty, Dawret, Berwick st, Pimlico, Carpenter. July 30. Ayerst, Gt 


Logas, James Penper, Liverpool, Gent. Aug?2. Peacock & Co, Liverpool 


Gzonrcz, Kensington crescent, Gent. Aug 4. Rawlins, Walbrook, | 


OmsoxD. Jon, : —~ pl Berks, Gent. Augi2. Mecey & Son, Thatcham, nr 


Picxrorp, ena Hewry, Portman st, Portman sq, Surgeon Major in | 


July 11. Heggerty, Gt George st, Westmins 
Sawpers, Many, Wolverhampton. July 4. Lane & Co, Arundel st, - sal 
Scanr, THomas, Halifax, Dyer. July 21. Crossley, Halifax 
Snosons, Frances, Harrogate. July1. Peach, Harrogate 


So. Semcon BaRxtams, Waldrons, Croydon. 
‘8 inn. Strand 


Tuomas, EvizaBerHu, Mothvey, Carmartben. July 5. Bishop, Llandovery 
Tompson, Gzoraz, Cliburn, Westmoreland, Yeoman. June 30. Bell, jun 
THompson, , South Kyme, Lincoln, Miller. July 1. Rodgers & Jessopp, 


Wanrxax, Joun, Beenham, Berks, Carpenter. July 1. Beale & Martin, Reading 
Waoer, Evtzazers, Cassland rd, Hackney. Aug2. Thompson, Mile End rd 
‘Wrzor, Gzoncz, Sheffield, Gent. June 20. Swift & Ashington, Sheffield 


July 1, | 


Aug 2. Oppen- 


Liddle, New- | 


Wison, Matripa Ann, Sheffield. June 80. Swift & Ashington, Shefficld 


WINSDALE, png nog peeds lane, T . 
po hn ny hip , Tottenham. Aug i. Champion & Sons, 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette—Frmay, June 8, 
| RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aniy, Hy, Game St Nicholas, Somerset, Farmer. Taunton. Pet May 27 


ay 
| BAKER, HenwRY WILLIAM, Hamilton rd, Grove rd, Bow, Tobacco Pipe Maker. 
High Court. Pet May 31. Ord June 1 

BAKER, ei oe Cleeve, Somerset, Hotel Proprietor. Taunton. Pet May 


Bamrorp, SAMUEL, Kettering, Builder. Northampton. Pet May 2. Ord 


ee eaten Don, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet May 31. 


Barey. AnmiuE Oct Octavius, Bucklersbury, Solicitor. High Court. Pet March 

. Ord May 3 

Bontrace, WILLIAM ‘Youn, and Henry GrorGE BontFacr, Southampton, Oabinet 
Makers, Southampton. rut Hey 3. Ord 

Caney, 24ms, James, Alresford, Essex, Blacksmith. ter. Pet June 1. Ord 


Caawenaw, Rosert Henry. Carleton, nr Pontefract, Butcher. Wakefield. 
Pet May 27. Ord May 27 

Davry, GEORGE, Neath, Deischmen. Neath. Pet Junei1. Ord June1 

DAWES, FREDERICK, Walsall, Rope Maker. Walsall. Pet Junei1. Ord Junel 

Day, ae jroenae, Hertford, Hay Dealer. St Albans. Pet May 27. 

ay 

Dorr. GEoRGE MicHaEen. Tunstall, — Grocer. Hanley, Burslem, and 
Tunstall. Pet May v8. Ord 

Fave \ Aldershot, Geocen, "Guildford and Godalming. Pet May 28. 


s| 

| | GIRVAN, ALEXANDER, Colchester, Draper, Colchester. Pet June1. Ord June 1 
| GREEN, JOHN, Bolton, Grocer, Bolton, Pet May 19. Ord May 28 

| GreENwoon, Saucy, Halifax, Licensed Victualler. Halifax. Pet May 27. Ord 


May 
| HALL, GEORGE, Sheffield, Draper. Sheffield. Pet May 27. Ord May 27 
| Hestop, ROBERT CATTON. Wakefield, Clerk in Holy Orders. Wakefield. Pet 
May 11. Ord 


28 
| Hitt, WILLIAM, Walmer rd, Notting hill, Ironmonger, High Court, Pet June 
1. Ord Junel 


| Hows, Ro Ronee WHITWORTH, Bedford, Innkeeper. ‘Bedford. Pet June 1. Ord 


| Soo Gzono, , Consett, Durham, Draper. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet May 21. 
| LEE, CHARLES, and LupwiGc Smwon, Cromwell grenme, Hornsey, Fine Art Pub- 
lishers. High Court. Lagt May 14. Ord May 








| LiGHTFOOT, CHARLES mwas, ey, git "Tailor. Southampton. Pet 
May 18. Ord May 28 
| LLEWELYN, Sees, Bows EpwarD LIzWEL LLEWELYN, Pentre, 


Davip 
Ystradyfodwg. Grocers. Pon matey Wy ppp Ord May 
MazEs, Henny, Gt Gt Eastern si st, Shoreditch, ree High Court. Pet June 1. 


| PERKINS 1 Tons V Wattzpg, Chepstow, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Men. Pet June 
| POWELL, THOMAS, Hodnet, nr Market Drayton, Farmer. Nantwich and Crewe. 


Pet May 31. Ord May 31 
5 hel ee Tuomas, Seven Sisters’ rd, Job Master. High Court. Pet 
une 
R, SOU RicHAkD, Preston, Lancs, Grocer. Preston. Pet May 26. Ord 
, Newcastle weter ome, Builder. Hanley, Burslem, and 
tall. Pet May 28. Ord hin dg 
| Banepa ARTHUR, Fillongley, W: ck, Baker. Ooventry. Pet May 31. Ord 
} | eunssmto. Tuomas NEEDHAM, ‘Wentie rd, Upper Tooting, Solicitor. High 


| Court. Pet Junei. Ord Jun 


| SLANEY, WILLiaM, mam in ‘Ashfield, Nottingham, Baker. Nottingham. Pet 
Junei, Ord June 


| SwanggnD, JOHN, Cheltenham, Whitesmith. Cheltenham. Pet May 28. Ord 
| Trees, H Hu, Birmingham, Merchant. Birmingham. Pet May 81. Ord 
Warizntzt. Ro Rostnson, Moorsley, Durham, Auctioneer. Durham. Pet May 28. 


| To, Hexay SHEPPARD, Frome, Somerset, Draper. Frome. Pet May 26. 
na RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
| Davimgox, Wotrr, Downs pk rd, Merchant. High Court. Ord May 7. Resc 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
| am, Hewry. Combe St. Nicholas, Somersetshire, Farmer. June 10 at 12.30. 


| BAKER, fuicnanD, Old Sipeze, Gemeusotahing, abe Proprietor, June 13 at 12.30. 
Egremont Hotel, 
WaALeEn, Leeds, Marble Merchant. June 13 at 11. Off Rec, 22, 


| 
Leeds 
| Bevaw, Lampton Lee LORAINE, and RicHARD GEORGE Guy, Fenchurch st, 
Timber Merchants. June i0ati2. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s 

BILHAM, Gazz, Stalham, Norfolk, Harness Maker. June 11 at 12. on yo 8, 


N 
a Wiens Gray, Cambridge, General Dealer. June 17 at 12. Bank- 
ruptey bidgs, Lincoin’s inn 


CRAWSHAW, ROBERT Hewry, Carleton, nr Pontefract, Butcher. June 10 at 11. 

Off Rec, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Tunstall, Grocer. June 10 at 11.80, Royal Hotel, 

alee yo Ryde, I W, Tobacconist. June 14 at 12.30, Cham- 
utgaat Cardi 


| Evans Ww Cardiff, t. June 17 at 3. Off Rec, 8, Crockherb- 


F Tuomas Longton, one, Majolica Makers. 
ees oy "Sano? beatae Navin Stafford Foe, thake upon ' 


Lzo; 4 é B 
Oe ENT Laraapeson Park lene, Olapham, uilders. June 


,» EDWARD, .. upon Thames, Tailor. June 90 at 3. Queen’s 
Hotel, 

} 

| 

Dorr, GzorGz MicHaz1, 
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Granam, RowLanp Moysés, Gt Grimsby, Newaagent. June 15 at 12. Off Reo, 
8, Haven at, Gt Grimsby 
Green, JonN, Boltoa, Lancs, Grocer. June 10 at 11.90. 16, Wood st, Bolton 


GREENWOOD, Sammy, Halifax, Licensed Victualler. June 18 at 11. Off Rec, 
ae ~~ 1saA0, Brighton, Grocer. June 18at12. Off Reo, 4, Pavilion bidgs, 


righto 
HazgRIson, Rozsow, Tibthorpe, Yorks, Farmer. June 10at1. Off Rec, York 
Hous, BENJAMIN, » Otley, Yorks, Coal Merchant. June 13 at 12. Off Rec, 22, 


k ro 
JOHNSON, Ewin, Swallowfield, Berks, Farmer. June 30 at 11.30. Queen’s Hotel, 


Rea 

KINDRED, GuonaE, Consett, Durham, Draper. June 14 at 10.30. Off Rec, Pink 
jane, Newcastle on Tvne 

Laneeteess, Sevane Martin, address unknown. June 15 at 12. 83, Carey 
at, ocoin 4 inn 

~~" SELIG, Kingston upon H General Dealer. June 16 at2. Incorpor- 

ted Law Society. Lincoin’s inn Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Mancuanr, Romar funes, ¢ : bury Islington, Engineer. June 10 at 
nooln’s inn 
MIDGLEY, Comm, Jus jun, Bradford, Bootmaker. June 10 at11. Off Rec, 31, Manor 


row, 
MorGan, Rowan Ne New . Berks, Stonemason. June 29 at 1230. Oottrell & 
Johnston, 79. North rook st, New! 
Builder. June 10 at 2. White 


Norris, WILLIAM L_JLRERY, Bracknell, 
moet Ho Windsor 

ing, no occupation. June 30 at 1.80. Queen’s Hotel, 

PREsooTT, Joux 18 Preston, Grocer. June13 at3. Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 

PROUDIOVE, | Wirzaam, West Brampton, Newcastle under Lyme, Builder. June 


#Wat4. Off Rec, Newoastle under Ke ns 
SHILCOcE, J o_., Leicester, Corn June10 at 1%. 28, Friar lane, Leicester 


SovurHALL, Davin, Edgbaston, Warwickshire, Fish Dealer. June 16 at 11. 25, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

STIDDER, JAMES GEORGE, Southwark Bridge rd, Engineer. June 10 at ti. Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Lincoln’s in: 

SUTcLIFFE, THOMAS, Todmorden, Yorkshire, Warp Sizer. June 10 at 3.30. 
Queen’s Hotel, Todmorden 

wm. a JouN, Cheltenham, Whitesmith. June 11 at 3.30. County Court, 


Chel 
TaYLor, Epwanp, Birmingham, Drysalter. June 14 at 11. 25, Colmore row, 
Birmingham 


THomas, CATHERINE, Fabia, 2 Milford Haven, Sailmaker. June liatilt. Off Rec, 
11, Quay st, Carma 
TrneLtzy, WILLIAM, Catherine st, Strand, Publisher. June 10 at 11. Bank- 


ruptcy blidgs, Lincoln’s inn 
Toms. | EDWARD, Shilton. near Burford, Oxfordshire, Farmer. June 18 at 11.30. 
Off Ree, 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 
Ware, OF H Y, Cobridge, Staffs, Grocer. June 10 at 11. Royal 
or . Urewe 
vam. JOSEYH, Nantwich, Cheshire, Grocer. June 10 at 12, Royal Hotel, 
we 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


ADAMSON, WitiIaAM Bowser, Neweastle on Tyne, Druggist. Newcastle on 
Tyne. Pet May 23. Ord May 31 
a, RICHARD, on Cleeve, Somareet, Hotel Proprietor. Taunton. Pet May 


Ord May 3 
nee. Samune. Kettering, Builder. Northampton. Pet May 23. Ord 
High Court. Pet 


28 
CAMPBELL, Hon Conan, » wayenstane sq, Barrister at Law. 
a 

Caxtim e, Bamay, Peed, Cheshire, Builder. Birkenhead. Pet April 27. Ord 

Davey, ‘GEORGE, Neath, Switchman, Neath. Pet Junei, Ord June1 

Davins, Fepacas Hawnoock, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Grocer. Neath. Pet May 24. 

De GRUCHY, JaMEs EDwarD, Crescent Fs South Norwood pk, Printer. High 
Court. Pet March 29. Ord May 

Dorr. GEorGE MicHazt, Tunstall, Stats, Grocer. Hanley, Burslem, and Tun- 
stall. Pet May 28. Ord June 1 

Fousnocons, OHARLES EpWarp, Water lane, iouw Thames st, Shipping Agent. 


Court. Pet April 13. Ord Ma; Ss 
GREEN, JOHN, Bolton, Lancs, Grocer. Bolton. Pet May 19. Ord June 1 


Gammawoes, Sammy, Halifax, Licensed Victualler. Halifax. Pet May 27. Ord 


ay 28 
Hammond, Isaac, Brighton, Grocer. Bnghton. Pet May 26. Ori May 28 
——\ RoseErt, Tipthorpe, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet May 27. Ord 


Harnow HENRY, Weathiate a pee Zhatn green, out of business, High 


Court. Pet April 14. 
Manatee. a Canning Towa, he Tailor. High Court. Pet May 6. Ord 
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Siieut. Jonn BULLI. 
Pet May 12. Ord 


Gane, cease 2 
SourmaLt, 

Tuowas, Carammuise, Makin, Milford Haven, Sailmaker. Pembroke Dock. Pet 
Tuomas, Dave, Carmarthen, General Merchant. Carmarthen. Pet May 26. 
, Fenchurch st, Commission Agent. High Court. 
st, Borough, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet May 


petige Bethnal green, Bootmaker. High Court, Pet 
rae tlty May ” 


alton, nr, Liverpool, Furniture Dealer. Liver- 
maa? Wea Fis wiox, Walt . 
London Gagette.—TuxzspayY, June 7. ; 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ALcom, Tacatas, Leamington, Ghesing. Setth. Warwick. Pet June 2. Ord 
2 
AnxiLi, EDWARD Witty, Essex rd, Islington, Hatter. High Court. Pet 
Asst, Host Pawnbroker. Birmingham. Pet June 3. Ord June’ 
Basiey, Ganvst, Aldeburgh, Sullelk, Smack Owner, Ipswich. Pet June 8, 
8 
Busnop, Hi. De Demaneth, ne Chard, Somerset, Dairyman. Exeter. Pet May 
Bucesm, Wiizak, x. Leeds, Tea Dealer. Leeds. .Pet June2. Ord June 2 
CaRTHEw, OLIVER JaMEs, Exeter, Corn Merchant. Exeter. Pet May 20. Ord 
Char, ABraUE Epwiy, Gt Yarmouth. Confectioner. Gt Yarmouth. Pet June 
Cora Geena, beanie, Boot Makin, Swavsea. Pet June3. Ord June 8 
Coon, Jou, Now Brompton, Kast, Catigs Van Detver, Rochester. Pet Juse2. 


Cooper, WILLtaM Wagsens, Kegworth, Leicestershire, Grocer. Leicester. 





















+ June 4. Ord June 
Ows, Joan tt ~ty <¥~ Heath, or Tarporley, Cheshire, Joiner. Nantwich and 
Davis hous: Parketous, Dorset, Builder. Poole. PetJune3. OrdJunes : 


Dawson, THomas, Sutton, Strrey, Carpenter. Croydon. Pet June1 Ord June t 
Dove, Joux, New Clee, Léncolushire, Smack Owner, Gt Grimsby. Pet Junel. 


une 4 
EMERTON, ROBERT Joux, Rickmansworth; Herts, Plumber. St. Albans. Pet 
Foup, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Birmingham. Pet May 6. 


Ganpivan, JOHN Roszst. Kingston upon Hull, Draper. Kingston upon Hall. 
Hloocase, Weenie. A ay Leeds. PetJune2. OrdJune? 

Jonxs, Jonn, Lambeth Walk, Fruiterer. High Oourt. Pet June 2. Ord June 2 
Leacu, KicHarp Comyn, Cardiff, Agent. Cardiff. Pet May 2. Ord Junes 


lawy, 7 Tuomas, Yarekie, Glamorganshire, Boot Maker. Pontypridd. Pet 
PELLIZG, Enwaxp, Southampton, Grocer. Southampton. Pet Jane 1. Ord 


punee  FuxpERick, Gower pl, Euston ra, Publican. High Court. Pet May 14, 
On UnnawNs JOHN, Wivenhoe, Essex, no occupation. Colchester. Pet May 
Raw exny Tuon70x, Furnivals tna, Solicitor. High Court. Pet Feb 22. Ord 
ee, ea Maindee, nr Newport, Mon, Commission Agent. Newport, 


Mos. vot Janet cas. eenemannn. Geubirengh Pa Suse Gal 
TrpEeret. Tuomas, Newport, Salop, Grocer. Stafford. Pet May si. Ord 
Toore-GeoncE, Nottingham, Carrier. Nottingham. Pet May 19. Oni June 3 
Van pL gg hal my Clerkenwell rd, Diamond Mounter. High Court. Pet 
WALTON, x, MONTEITH, Wakefield, Engineman. Wakefield. Pet June 2. Ord 


Peretegham, Waste Fite Menateenew: Birmingham, 





Horxixs, bowax, Church zee, Stoke Newington, out of busines. Poole. 
Pet May 19. Ord May 

Kmone, J AMES, Windsor ut, Frolloway rd, Dealer in Oriental Goods. High | 
«“ourt. Pet May 25. Ord May 31 

me SaMvusL, Hatton garden, Optician. High Court. Pet March 25. Ord | | 


Leaweern Tuomas, EDWARD LLEWELYN, end Davip LLEWELYN, pomntytodey, | } 
Glamorgansbire, (rocers. Pontypridd. Pet ay 26. Ord May 26 
Manama, Hawn, Gn Great Eastern st, Shoreditch, Olothier. High Court. Pet June | 


Ord 
Marox, Watt, ‘Birmingbam, Furniture Dealer. Birmingham. Pet May 21. 
MELLOR, THOMAS, Sheffield, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet May 5. Ord May 27 
Nears, Harry, Salisbury, Painter. Salisbury. Pet May 10. Ord May 28 
Pater, THomas WILLIAM Gascosexn, Cheltenham, Dental Surgeon, Uhelten- 
ham. Pet April 27. Ord 
Paret, JonN PavL, Great Sutton ct Artificial Flower Manufacturer. High 
Court. Pet May 10. Ord May 
PERKINS, Enoegas | valtae, Ghiesion, Mon,Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet May 


2%. Ord Jun 
PIncH. Onsen ‘Cambri ige rd, Mile End, Easy Chair Maker. High Cvurt. 
Pet May 28. Ord May 31 
POWELL, £pOuAs, Hotne ut. ur Market Drayton, Farmer. Nanotwich and Crewe. 
) 
PRESCOTT, JouN RioHAnn, Preston, Grocer. Preston. Pet May 26. Ord May 26 


ae Witt1aM Henry. St Goceae’e rd, Southwark, Hosier. High 


Pet Mar i7. Ord Ma 
Ronmxss. Jou, Bournemouth, Decorator, Poole. Pet May 13. Ord 





8 J. Dr . J. ’ 
wah me poy =: “er, ei ae eee 


SL. ase by Tuorton, Huddersfield, Dyers. 
une2. Ord 

WILsoNn, JOHN PATERSON. Birkenhead, Licensed Victualler. Birkenhead. Pet 
| Warr, on, Coleford, Glos, out of business Newport, Mon. Pet May 
21. 


notion jo cubstitnted for that published in the 
The following amended 


Wuittnc, BENJAMIN Witson, Diss, ecnax radon Ipswich. Pet May 18. 
age FIRST MEETINGS. 
AtLocock, CHARLES, Bewdley, Worcestershire, out of business. June 14 at 12. 


coor, {aromas eam rg 3 we, Bolleizor, Bidders ca Bunith, June 15 at. Off Réc, 17, Hert- 


Bains ALENANDE Wine Merchant. June tat 2, 
Bumngun, Baewl zo, Vignoria vse Ligeia os seanae, Royal Hotel, Ketters 


Bans , Quanuzs, Pémbroke Dock, Grocer. June i4 atti. Off Reo, 11, Quay 
Bens SE owe bec. aoe Jane 

benteat eas. z1ck, South 
Sts _ 
here a June 15 at Li. Off Reo, 


cous, Snbucks Swansea, Bootmaker Jane 15 at 11. Of Reo, ¢, Rutland st, 


Sy Warwickshire, Fish Dealer. Birmingham Pet 


waning a Waits es Canterbury. Pet May 21. Ord ~ 
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Coen, Jom Fox st. New Brompton, Coffee Van Driver. June 16 at 11,30. Off 
High st, Roch 


st, es 
GooxE, PHILIP, Church row, Wandeworth, Chemist. June 20at2. 109, Victoria 
st, Westminster 
EDGE, Hiram, K's Serjeant’s inn. Chancery lane, Solicitor. June 14 at 11. 
Bankruptey bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Cameme, HENRY. Pieeerd, Cheshire, Builder. June 15at2. Off Rec, 48, Hamil- 
ton sq, Birkenhead 
Davzy, GzorGez, Neath, Glam, Switcbman. June 14at1%. Castle Hotel, Neath 


Dawszs, FREDERICK, Walsall, Rope Maker. June 15 at 11.30. Off Rec, Walsall 
Firrocx, Epwix J, Long Acre, June 16 atii, 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Govon, James, Bristol, Baker. June i4at12. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Green. Jonn. Chewton Mendip, Somerset, Dairyman. July 12 at 12. Mitre 


Hatt. GEORGE, Sheffield, Draper. June 15 at 11.30. Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
Sheffield 


Harrison, JONATHAN, Seaton, nr Hornsea, Farmer. June 14 at 12. Off Ree, 
Lincoln’s inn bidgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Horpsr, Ricuarp, Leominster, Innkeeper. 


Hunt, Tom O1rver, Leominster, Surgeon. 
Leominster 


Lzacu, Ricuarp Comyy, Cardiff, Jfotertatement Agent. June 17 at 2.30. Off 
Rec, 3, Crockherbtown., Cardiff 
iaen, Ana Ola Town, Croydon. 109, Victoria st, West- 


Liourvoor. CHARLES EpwakD, Netley, Hants, Master Tailor. Junei5at2. Off 
Ree, 4, East st Southampton 

LiEWELYN, THOMAS, EDWARD LLEWELYN, and Davip LLEWELYN, Zowedytodwe. 
Glamorganshi:e, Grocers. June i4at12. Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfi 

MaYwanD, Hesry N. and Henry Joun Cooke, Westminster pA nae Victoria 
st, Engineers. June 15 atit. Bankruptcy bdgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


U0 


June 16 at 11.30. 18, Corn aq, 


June 16 at 10.30. 18, Corn sq, 


June 20 at 12. 


Nicnors. FRED CHARLES, Fountain ct, Aldermanbury, Warehouseman. 
June at ati?. 33, Carey st. Lincoin’s inn 

Pgiume, Epwarp, Southampton, Grocer. 
Sout pton 


Promizy, Wi111aM, Peasmarsh, Sussex, Veterinary Surgeon. 
County Court, Bank bdgs, Hastings 

Powertt, Tuomas, Hodnet, nr Marker Drayton, Farmer. 
Corbet Arms Hotel, Market Drayto 

Pay Joun. Nottingham, Builder. 


June 15 at3. Off Rec, 4, East st, 
June 15 at 1. 
June 14 at 10,80. 
= 14at12. Off Rec, 1, High pavement, 


ARTHUR, ~ i Warwick, Baker. June 15 at 12. Uff Rec, 17, 
Hertford st, Coven 
. ELIZABETH Four, Geddington, Northampton, Spinster. June 16 at 4. 
ooral Hotel, Kettering 
, SAMUEL RoBERT, Coleman st, Financial Agent. June i5at11. 33, 
eo st, Lincoln’s inn 
. THOMAS NEEDHAM, Wandle rd, U poer Tooting, Solicitor. June 14 at 
12. Bank: uptcy bags, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
xg 7 oo H'8, Longridge rd, Earl’sct, Gent. June 16 at 2.30, 83, Carey 
incoln’s in 
deme WILLIAM, Kirkby i in Ashfield, Nottingham, Baker. June 14 at11. Off 
Rec, 1, High pavement, Nottingham 
ant morc Stonemason. June 14 at 11. 
borough st, mena perengh 
SrRaTFoRD. HENRY VERNER WINGFIELD, and Francis MERVYN WINGFIELD 
STRATFORD, Brandon st, Bermondsey. June 16 at 11. 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Watson, WalTrer Henry. and Jonn Sorrson STEEL, Lilliput rd, Victoria Docks. 
= ware Merchants. June 14 at 11. Bankruptcy bldngs, 
Wuireway, Ropert, Liverpool, Cab Proprietor. 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
wae — Hewry Joun, Portland st. June 16 at 12, 33, Carey st, Lin- 
’s 
Wr.ovensy, Epwis Txomas, Jamaica rd, Bermondsey, Printer. 
2.30. 83, Carey et, Lincoln’s inn 
Yzoman, HEWRY SHEPPARD. Frome, Somersetshire, Draper. 
Great Western Hotel, Paddington 
ADJUDICATIONS 
Baxer, Heyry er Wax, Hamilton rd, Grove rd, Bow, 
ae O ourt. Pet Mav 31. Ord June 3 
Buckiz, W. ILLIAM, Leeds, Tea Dealer. Taaie. Pet June 2. Ord June 2 
Burton, Gpones, Groce st, Petinel Green, Leather Merchant. High Court. 
Ord June 
CLAY, ARTHUB Shows, Great Yarmouth, Confectioner. Great Yarmouth. Pet | 
June 2. Ord June 2 
gous. 2 iow Brompton, Kent, Coffee Van Driver. Rochester. Pet June 2. 


TAVIEs. Davip Watter. Blaenau Festiviog, Merionethshire, Grocer. Bangor. 
Pet Aprili6. Ord June 4 
Dawe, ae AvaustTus, Instow, Devon, Gent. Pet May 23, 
Dom, Jone, moe tes, Lincolnshire, Smack Owner. GreatGrimsby. Pet June 
Ord June 
vavesy, W111, Aldershot, Grocer. Guildford sand Godalming. Pet May 28. 
Ord June 2 


Furst, James Ciirrorp, Solon rd, Brixton, Clerk. High Court. Pet May 25. 
me June 2 


June 15 at 3, 


June 15 at 
June 17 at 12.45, 


Tobacco Pipe Maker. 


Barnstaple. 





Off Rec, 74, New- 


Bankruptcy bldngs, 


Off Ree, 35, | 


GoLpBERG, Eruram Hyman, Burdett rd, Bow, Wardrobe Dealer. 
Pet A pr 20. 2. Ord June 2 
GouGuH, JaMzs, Bristoi, Baker. Bristol, Pet May 27, Ord June 3 


Gausy. ¥ 2 Chewton Mendip, Somerset, Dairyman. Wells. Pet May 31. 
Hii. pepe Wut114m, Bournemouth, Music Seller. Poole. Pet May 12. 
Bus, Wie. Wale rd, Notting hill, Ironmonger. High Court. Pet June 
HoGsart, WILLIAM, Leeds, Grocer. Leeds. Pet June2. Ord June ¥ 


Bevery. HENDEN, Old Kent rd, Grocer. High Court. Pct May 25. 


High Court. 


Ord 


Hueues, Witz1AM Swanston, Newcastle on Tyne, Merchant. Newcastle ou 
Tyne. Pet May16. Ord June 8 

Huwepepom. JAMES, Newcastle on Tyne, Musical Dealer. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet May 17. Ord June3 

Jones, JoHN, Lambeth walk, Fruiterer. High Court, Pet June2. Ord June3 


Eiaveme, ot ee Gane, Durham, Draper. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet May 
une 
Laseg, ry Comyn, Cardiff, Entertainment Agent. Cardiff. Pet May 2. 
une 
Ord 


Lave, —— Old Town, Croydon, Butcher. Croydon. Pet April 29. 
e 
Paice, Baany Rogen, Denby Dale, Yorks, out of business. Hansley. Pet 
SCHOFIELD, SAMUEL Ronen, Coleman ‘st, Financial Agent. High Court. Pet 
March 30. Ord June 
BLANEY, WILLsAM, Kirkby . Ashfield, Nottingham, Baker. Nottingham. 
Junel. Ord June2 
Ord 
June 4 
eine ~~ Joun, Cheltenham, Whitesmith. Cheltenham. Pet May 28. Ord 
e2 
THOMPSON. FREDERICK Jom, Somerby, Leicester, Publican. Leicester. Pet 
May 21. Ord June 
WSTHERELL, Roauneee, , ea Durham, Auctioneer. Durham. Pet May 28. 
Warranoves. Gncese,  Piemtnghem, Electro Plate Manufacturer. Birmingham. 
Pet June2. Ord June 2 
Wangway, ROBERT, Liverpool. Cab Proprietor. Liverpool. Pet April 26. Ord 
une 2 
Birkenhead. Pet 
May 12. Ord Jun 
June 3 
Tour, | oy SHEPPARD, Frome, Somerset, Draper. Frome. Pet May 25. 
June 3 
The following Amended Notice is eer bo a for that published in the 
Warne, Besta Witson, Diss, Norfolk, Builder. igi Pet May 18. 
r ay 18 
“ ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLE 
Hieas, James, Oxford, Cab Proprietor. Oxford. itt Feb 23, Annul May 19 
RosE, Davip, WILLJAN NAPOLEON Rosk, and ArrHur THOMAS FREDERICK Rose, 


ay 13. Ord Jun 
Pet 

Sir. SAMUEL, Scarborough, Storemason. Scarborough. Pet June 2. 

Ord Ju 
WILs0n, JOHN Papenecr, Birkenhead, Licensed Victualler. 
Watt, JoHy, Coletord, ar of business. Newport, Mon, Pet May 18, Ord 

London Gazette of 
Moxley, Stafford, Ironmasters. Walsall, Adjud May 22, 1885. Annul May 11 











BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS. 


| AusTIN.—June 7, at Acol-road, West Hampstead, the wife of J. V. Austin, 
Lincoln’s inn | 


barrister-at-law, of a 80! 
} Fou. rhb at Streatham, the wife of Edward Ford, barrister-at-law, of a 
laughter. . 
| MoLonEY.—May 30, at Stamford-road, Kensington, Ada, the wife of M. Moloney, 
barrister-at-law, of a Gonahter, | 
MARRIAGES, 
Avstin—Roz.—June1, William Austin, of Luton, solicitor, to Minnie, daughter 
of John Chambers Ree. of Norwich. 
Hore—DatE.—June 1, Collingwood Hope, barrister-at-law, to Alice Therese, 
daughter of Robert Norris Dale, of Bromborough Hell. Cheshire. 
NasH—Jackson.—June 1, William Harry Nash, barrister-at-law, to Caroline 
Maude, daughter of Captain stbouree. ne Jackson, R.N. 


——_ —May 30, George Johnson, of 7, 8 Bench-walk, Temple, aged 75 
| RovsE.—June 2, at Melton, Suffolk, Rolla Rouse, barrister-at-law, in his 8%nd 
year. 
SHELTON.—May 27, at Southsea, George Lane Shelton, solicitor, aged 72 years. 
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ee COCOATINA. | 


iii ee Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, | 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The pronounce it “‘the most nutritious, per- | 
fectly beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or | 
Sapper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits | 
all palates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four | 
times the a cf cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and 1" geatitry cuzarer than such 
Mixtures. 


Made instantaneously with boiling water, a tespoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
Cocoatima A La Vwitxe is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when | 

richer chocolate is prohibited. 


In tins at Is. 6d., %., S 64., &c., by Chemists and 


rocers, 
Charities on Special Temas by the Sole Proprietor 
M. Scuwarrzesz & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C, 


ROBE 


To Her Majesty, 


EDE AND SON, 


PGA + MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, | 


the Lord Chancellor, 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of 


RORES POR QUEEN'S COUNSEL 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


| CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 64. 
English made. 
THE BEST LETTER OOPYING BOOK OUT, 


WODDERSPOON & Co., 
1, SERLE STREET, aw 1, PORTUGAL STREET, 
LINOOLN’S INN, W.O. 


the Whole of 
‘London, Be. 


AND BARRISTERS. 
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